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Current Topics. 
Lord Davey. 

Tue news of the death of Lord Davey will be received with 
very great regret. It comes too late for us suitably to appreciate 
this week his position as an advocate and as a member of the 
House of Lords. In the former capacity his grasp of legal 
principles and his quiet, persuasive eloquence placed him for 
many years at the head of the Chancery bar; in the latter his 
judgments furmed a weighty contribution to the decisions of 
recent years. His death removes one of the greatest lawyers of 
the day. 


The Australian Arbitration Act. 

Tne LATEst news of the working of the Australian Conciliation 
and Arbitration Act is not calculated to fulfil the expectations 
of those who believed that it would tend to prevent industrial 
disputes and to avert strikes. It has sometimes been said that 
it is extremely rare for any trade union to contest the award of 
an arbitrator, and that where this has happened the instances 
are so few in number, compared with loyal acceptance, even 
when the award is against the men, that it is unfair to allege 
that the unions do not loyally abide by the decisions of an 
umpire as ageneral rule. We are now told that in Victoria scarcely 
one case has occurred in which an award unfavourable to the 
workmen has been accepted by them, and that there is no adequate 
machinery for giving effect to the Act. The assistance of the 
Ministry for the time being is necessary in the enforcement of 
awards against a multitude of workmen, each one of whom has 





political rights, and this assistance cannot be obtained. The 
saying is fulfilled ‘“‘ What is a law if those who make it become 
the forwardest to break it?” and we cannot be surprised to hear 
| rumours of a movement to repeal the Act. 


| 
| Mistake in Identification. 
A case heard a few days ago in the Marylebone police-court 
| wes clearly one of mistaken identity, and some observations 
|made by Mr. Paut Taytor, the magistrate, are worthy of con- 
sideration. A young man named Lzon Grexson had been 
arrested on a charge of theft from the Great-~Western Hotel, 
Paddington, the evidence upon which he was charged being 
that of one of the hotel porters, who spoke to his having been on 
_ the premises on the night of the robbery. After he had been 
arrested he was placed among several other men at the police- 
station and identified by the porter. Proof was given, and the. 
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witness admitted, that this was a mistake, and that Gregson had 
been taken for his brother. The magistrate, after warning the 
witness to be more careful in future, said that people talked about 
the failures of justice, but the responsibility lay with those who went 
into the witness box and swore positively to a person’s identity. 
“Tae lesson to be derived from the case was that when the 
evidence of identification rested with a single witness it should 
be accepted as being very questionable.” The necessity for the 
identification of individuals is a matter of everyday occurrence 
in the criminal and divorce courts, and the opinion is gaining 

und that cases of mistaken identity are very numerous 
indeed. But we think that it is easy to attach too much 
importance to the fact that only one person has given evidence 
of identification. Much must depend upon the character and 
experience of the witness, though it may be safer in all cases 
where only one witness is available to make a closer examination 
into any circumstances from which the possibility of a mistake 
may be inferred. 


Deposit of Money in the Case of Railway Bills. 


Ir 1s tolerably well known that the Standing Orders of the 
House of Commons require, in the case of a railway Bill pro- 
moted by a new company, that an estimate of the expense of the 
und ing shall be made and signed by the person making the 
same, and that a sum, not less than 5 per cent. on the amount 
of the estimate, shall be deposited with the Paymaster- 
General. The difficulty of raising for this purpose a large sum 
in cash is aggravated by the accident of a high rate of interest 
in the money market. This difficulty has been alleviated by 
a procedure, adopted some twenty years ago, by which the 
promoters, instead of raising the deposit money by subscription 
or loan, apply to an assurance company which provides securities 
for the full amount of the deposit. The Parliamentary Deposits 
Act, 1846, allows the deposit to be invested in certain specified 
securities, and if the requisite amount upon these securities is 
forthcoming, there is, of course, a compliance with the standing 
orders. The insurance company obtains the interest on its 
securities while they remain in the custody of the proper 
authorities. There is, therefore, no charge for interest, the 
remuneration for the loan being a fixed sum by way of 
commission. It will be remembered that in the Judicature 
Rules there is power to make orders as to the investment of 
of cash under the control of the court, but the officers of the 
court appear to have no express authority to receive securities 
in lieu of cash. 


Proof of Foreign Law. 


Tux practice of the English courts with regard to the proof 
of foreign law is not always easy to understand. The student 
is informed that the courts cannot take cognizance of the laws 
of foreign States ; they must be proved as facts, the court assisting 
the jury in ascertaining what the law is. The law of Scotland and 
the colonies fall within this rule. But with regard to appeals to 
the House of Lords and appeals from colonial courts to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council the practice is different. 
What is a question of fact in the High Court may become a 
question of law in these ultimate tribunals, the House of Lords 
taking judicial notice of the laws prevailing in each of the 
three kingdoms, and the Judicial Committee taking judicial 
cognizance of the laws of the colonies of Great Britain. This 
distinction may be illustrated by cases which appear in the 
different law reports. In a case in the Probate Division, when a 
question arises as to the law of Scotland, Scotch lawyers are put 
in the box to prove the law in the same manner as merchants 
are called to prove a custom of trade. In another case in the 
same court turning on French law a French avocat reads from 
the Code Civil, and states how it has been interpreted by the 
French courts. But these cases might be subject to a different 
sow if they arose in the House of Lords or in the Privy 

uncil respectively. With regard to the Scotch law the House of 
Lords in hearing Scotch appeals takes no evidence from skilled 
witnesses as to the law, but allows the case to be argued, and hears 
citations from statutes, judicial decisions, and text books, in the 
same manner as if the question was not one of fact and related 
to —— law. In the Privy Council, in a question relating to 
French law, their lordships would not require the law to be 





proved as a fact, but would listen to the arguments in the same 
manner as if the appeal came from a colony governed by 
English law. These diversities of procedure are apparently 
illogical, but we have no reason to believe that they have led 
to any substantial inconvenience. 


Speculation in Theatre Tickets. 


Srzcu.ation 1n tickets of admission to theatres, lecture halls, 
and public entertainments is, so far as we kuow, unfamiliar to 
the inhabitants of this country, but the case is very different 
in the United States. In the Life and Letters of the late 
OCnartes Dickens the distinguished novelist gives some account 
of the efforts which were made by American speculators to buy 
up and engross the tickets for admission to his readings, and 
how they did not hesitate to spend the night in the street where 
the tickets were sold so as to be ready at the door at the moment 
when the sale commenced. The State of New York has already 
been obliged to frame regulations dealing with the nuisance 
caused by the congregating of the members of this fraternity, 
and we read that the Committee on Laws and Legislation of the 
Board of Aldermen of New York is about to bestow further 
consideration upon the subject. The mayor, in his annual 
message to the aldermen, denounced the speculators. He said that 
“sidewalk ticket speculation” had become an intolerable nuisance, 
and that the restrictions placed on speculators by the board 
had been ignored in the most outrageous fashion. And one of 
the aldermen introduced a resolution to amend the ordinance 
relating to ticket speculators by which any one selling theatre 
tickets on the sidewalk should be fined fifty dollars. Another 
roposed amendment required all dealers in tickets to pay a 
cence fee of five hundred dollars, and prohibited the sale of 
tickets on the sidewalk. The English Parliament has found it 
necessary on many occasions to legislate with the object of pre- 
venting the discomfort caused by those who are struggling for 
a livelihood ; but although the public street near Copthall-court 
has sometimes been invaded by speculators in stocks and shares, 
we do not know of any thoroughfare in London which is liable 
to be interrupted by speculators in tickets. 


Mortgages of Ships and Insurance Policies. 


In THE ordinary transaction of an advance upon mortgage of 
a ship the mortgage includes not only the ship, but also the 
policies of insurance upon her, and in the event of a total loss 
the proceeds of the policies provide for the repayment to the 
mortgagee of the amount of his advance. In the case of 
damage to the ship which falls short of total loss, the ordinary 
course is for the proceeds of the average claims on the policies 
to be applied in paying for the necessary repairs, and the 
mortgagee is usually content that this should be done, and either 
allows the mortgagor to receive the insurance moneys for this 
purpose, or himself collects the moneys and pays the repairers. 
He thus maintains intact the ship, which is the main security 
for the advance. But, as the decision recently given by 
Onannett, J., in Swan § Clelands Graving Dock Co. v. 
Maritime Insurance Co. (1907, 1 K. B. 116) shews, there is no 
obligation on the mortgagee to apply the insurance moneys in 
this way, and he is entitled, if he so chooses, to receive them 
himself on account of the mortgage debt and leave the 
mortgagor to bear the cost of the necessary repairs to the ship. 
In that case the mortgage comprised “the ship . . . together 
with the policies effected and to be effected thereon.” The ship 
was insured against all risks in the sum of £16,000. She suffered 
damage from a risk covered by the insurance, and the moneys 
payable under the policies were assigned to the repairers as 
security for the cost of the repairs. They claimed that this 
assignment gave them a title to receive the moneys payable by 
the underwriters as against the mortgagee of the ship and 
policies, and it was contended that the mortgagee had no interest 
in these moneys except to see that they were applied in repairing 
the ship. This contention, however, was opposed to the terms 
of the mortgage, as well as, we believe, to the common under- 
standing of the effect of such securities, and Cxanwe.t, J., held 
that the mortgagee had the prior claim. The insurance moneys 
form, indeed, an independent security for the mortgage debt, and 
it is for the mortgagee to say whether he will abandon his claim 
and allow them to be expended in repairs. 
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The New Hebrides Convention. 


THE DEBATE on the Address in the House of Commons has 
again brought into prominence the New Hebrides Convention | 
recently concluded with France. So far, criticism of the con- 
vention has been confined to one point—the question of inden- 
tured native labour. A perusal of the Blue Book containing 
the correspondence on the convention, and a reperusal of the 
convention itself in the light of that correspondence, will shew 
that the labour question is perhaps the most easily settled of all 
the intricate and difficult questions which will almost certainly 
be raised with respect to the interpretation and practical workin 
of the convention, the conclusion of which Mr. Batrour descri 
as ‘the most amazing incident in modern politics.” The su: - 
tion originally was, in Mr. Batrour’s words, that there call te 
a discussion ‘‘ to consider whether some form of joint sovereign 
“might not be established” in the islands. But no suc 
sovereignty is established, So careful, indeed, was the Foreign 
Office to avoid the establishment of any sovereignty, joint or 
otherwise, that in the preamble the French words “ droits de souv- 
sraineté”’ were deliberately represented by “ paramount rights” 
ia the English text. The preamble statesthat the purpose of the 
convention is to secure to the two Powers “ the exercise of their 
paramount rights (droits de souveraineté) in the New Hebrides, and 
to assure for the future the better protection of life and property 
in the group.” The reason for avoiding the words “rights of 
sovereignty ” in the English text is given by Lord Exar in his 
despatch of the 9th of March, 1906, to the Governor-General of 
Australia (Correspondence, p. 11, paragraph 8): ‘In this con- 
nection I may explain that the English phrase ‘ paramount 
rights’ in the preamble was selected because the literal equiva- 
lent of the French phrase—viz., ‘rights of sovereignty,’ would 
have been unsuitable, as implying in English law ownership of 
the soil.” The difficulty thus raised by Lord Exarw is a legal 
difficulty of the most technical kind, and could readily have been 
overcome by the application to the situation of a not extremely 
high degree of technical legal skill and knowledge of property 
and constitutional law. 


Territorial Sovereignty. 

Turis Lack of any territorial sovereignty over the islands is 
the root of most of the very grave difficulties which will be 
found to exist when the joint protectorate comes to be put into 
practice in accordance with the terms of the convention. The 
principle adopted by the framers of the convention is that the 
jurisdiction of the courts which may be set up, including the 
Joint Court or Tribunal Mixte, is merely personal to the 
national status of the white inhabitants. Some degree of 
exception may appear to exist as to this with respect to land 
law; on examination the exception will be found to be 
extremely limited, and broadly, with respect to land, as with 
respect to other kinds of property, every owner of property 
will exercise his rights of ownership under “the laws 
of their respective countries,” to quote the English text of 
article 1 (3), or (according to the French text) they will continue 
to have unimpaired leur statut personnel et réal. This principle 
will, it is believed, be found unworkable. Without going into 
details, which might be done at very great length, two points of 
difficulty may be noticed. The law governing rights of property, 
in Jand as well as other property, will change according to the 
“country” of the oweer. One day a piece of land will be 
subject to French law, next day to the law of the United 
Kingdom, and the day after to the law of South Africa—in case 
a British subject claiming South Africa as his ‘‘ country” 
becomes the owner. The bare outline of a system of registering 
titles will be quite insufficient for any workable lez situs. Then, 
since every British subject is to be subject to the laws of his own 
“country,” every system of law within the British Empire may in 
time have to be administered, old Spanish law, old French law, 
Roman- Dutch law, local Australian and New Zealand law, &c. 
The Blue Book of correspondence shews clearly that the main cause 
of the convention coming into existence at all was the necessity for 
settling land claims and disputes. Other matters were at first 





regarded as subsidiary. The result of the peculiar frame of the 
convention, as it stands, will be to make the adjustment of all 
property rights even more difficult than before. The joint 
protectorate has sometimes been called a condominium and 


compared to the former Anglo-French arrangement in 
Egypt. But there was in Egypt an original territorial 
sovereignty in the Khedive and his suzerain the 
Sultan, and it was by the Sultan that capitulations were 
at first granted which enabled foreigners to settle in the 
country; even then foreigners who were allowed to pr 
land were subject to the local law relating to land. The New 
Hebrides may be called ‘‘No Man’s Land” in the sense of 
lacking any territorial sovereignty whatever, and until this lack 
be supplied there would seem to be an insuperable difficulty in 
the way of introducing any system of civilized law which can 
be worked in accordance with European legal and constitutional 
methods. It will probably bs found necessary that rights of 
territorial sovereignty should be distinctly claimed by the two 
Powers, and, when assumed, should be delegated to a com- 
mission with far more ample powers than are conferred by the 
present convention on the two High Commissioners. 


The Liability of Guardians to Paupers Employed 
by Them. 

AN important and interesting decision was given recently by 
the Court of Appeal is the case of Zozeland v. The Guardians 
of the West Ham Union ( Times, 18th inst.). The plaintiff was a 
pauper in the workhouse controlled by the defendants, and he 
suffered serious personal injuries through the negligence of a 
skilled workman in the employment of the defendants whom 
the pauper was assisting in some work. Two points of defence 
were raised : the doctrine of common employment, and the plea 
that an action of negligence does not lie by a pauper against the 
guardians for any breach of their duties in regard tohim. The 
King’s Bench Division had rejected the defenceof comm on employ- 
ment, and had decided in favour of the plaintiff onthe other ground. 
Now, inasmuch as the doctrine of common employment depends 
on the principle that the servant contracts to run the risk of the 
negligence of his fellow servants, it is clear that it cannot apply 


to a pauper, who has entered into no contract of service 
at all, but is obliged to do what work he is told to do under 
pain of imprisonment for refusing. The Court of Appeal, 


therefore, had no hesitation in affirming the decision of the 
court below on that point. But as to the other line of 
defence the question is of much greater difficulty, and there 
is a great dearth of English authorities on the subject. There 
have been, however, several cases in Ireland, and the Court of 
Appeal has adopted and approved of the decision of the Irish 
Court of Appeal in Dunbar v. Ardee Guardians (1897, 2 Ir. 76). 
In the first place it appears that, under the various statutes 
relating to them, the duties of guardians towards paupers are 
ministerial. They are an administrative body acting as sub- 
ordinates to the Local Government Board, and their chief 
duties are the relief of paupers. Part of these duties 
consist in requiring paupers to do such work as they are 
fit to do, with the view of reducing the expense of their 
keep, and so to some extent relieving the rates. The 
relationship between the Government de ent, the 
guardians, and the pauper are all regulated by statute; and 
therefore the ordinary principles of law relating to master and 
servant and principal and agent have no application. Hence, 
whatever may be the rights of members of the outside public 
against boards of ians for wrongful acts done by them 
outside their statutory duties, the pauper cannot have a right 
of action against this administrative body for cy in 
doing something which they are bound by statute to do. This 
was the view taken by the Court of Appeal in deciding that the 
laintiff had no cause of action against the defendants. This 
Seibiten is of great importance in view of the new Workmen’s 
Com tion Act. ere are large numbers of paupers con- 
stantly employed in the workhouses throughout the co 
in doing work. The employment to which they are put is 
often of a somewhat dan us nature ; for example, stone- 
breaking, with the t attendant risk of injury to the eyes. 
Are paupers, then, who are injured in the course of their employ- 
ment within the benefit of this extremely comprehensive new 
Act? It is submitted that they are not, and that the recent case 
bears out this view. A ‘‘ workman,” according to the definition 
in the Act, is one “ who has entered into or works under a con- 
tract of service or apprenticeship.” This seems clearly to 
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exclude the pauper as well as the prisoner who is undergoing 
nal servitude. Neither of these works under any contract, but 
y compulsion of law. 


The Moral Duty of a Buyer with Regard to an 
Ignorant Seller. 


| not falling within (1), or a siguature not falling within (2), or 
a word not falling within (3) or (4), the application cannot prou- 
| ceed without an order of the Board of Trade declaring that it is 
| a distinctive mark. It will be observed that the order which 
the Board of Trade makes is not an order that the mark be 
registered, but merely an order that itis to be deemed a dis- 


Lorp Sr. Lzonarps in his Handy Buok on Property Law | tinctive mark. 
refers to the familiar rule that although a vendor is bound to | Supposing a trade-mark to be applied for on the ground that 
tell the purchaser of latent defects, yet a purchaser is not bound | it is a “distinctive mark” within the fifth essential, if it is 


to inform the vendor of any latent advantige in the estate. If 
any one were to discover that there was « mine on an estate fur 
which he was in treaty, he would not be bound to discluse that 
circumstance to the vendor, although he knew that he was 
ignorant of it. Moralists will, however, say that what the 
parties ought to do and what the law would order to be done 
may be very different, and that this is particularly the case when 
property is offered for sale at a low price by a seller who is 
ignorant of its real value. We are infurmed that a London 
bookseller while on a visit to Ireland purchased for one 
shilling a copy of the first edition of the Vicar of Wakefield, 
t'e book being offered for sale in a shop by one who 
p-esumably knew nothing of first editions and their 
value. Returning to London with his bargain the bookseller 
sold it by auction for a large sum. It may at once be conceded 
that the English courts would say that the transaction was 
wholly in accordance with the common and statute law, and that 
the non-disclosure by the purchaser of the value of the book 
gave the shopkeeper no remedy. Had he, then, any claim, 
according to any notion of equity and good conscience, to a share 
in the profit on the re-sale? There is this difficulty in accepting 
his claim, that it ignores the claim of the previous owners of the 
book, who were equally unaware of its real value. A poor 
cottager to whose at cestor the book had belonged, and who sold 
it with other furniture under pressure of distress, is, perhaps, 
entitled to more consideration than a bookseller, who in the 
natural course of things would be better able to judge of the 
quality of the article. All that can be said is that the Londoner 
might reasonably think that the Irish bookseller was the 
proximate cause of a good stroke of business, and taking this 
into account he might voluntarily bestow upon him some share 
of the profit which had been realize. 


Distinctive Trade-Marks. 


Section 9 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, which defines what 
is a registrable trade-mark, provides that it must consist of or 
contain one of five essential particulars, which are (1) the 
name of a company, individual, or firm represented in a special 
or particular matter; (2) the signature of the applicant for 
registration or some predecessor in his business ; (3) an invented 
word or words; (4) a word or words having no direct reference 
t» the character or quality of the goods and not being, according 
to its ordinary signification, a geographical name or a surname. 
The fifth essential particular is as follows: ‘‘ Any other distinc- 
tive mark, but a name, signature, or word or words, other than 
such as fall within the descriptions in the above paragraphs (1), 
(2), (3), and (4), shall not, except by order of the Board of 
Trade or the court, be deemed a distinctive mark.” 

The section then goes on to define “distinctive” as meaning 
adapted to distinguish the goods of the proprietor of the trade- 
mark from those of other persons, and the section further 
provides: ‘‘In determiuing whether a trade-mark is s> adapted, 
the tribunal may, in the case of a trade-mark in actual use, 
take into consideration the extent to which such user has 
rendered such trade-mark in fact distinctive for the goods 
w:th respect to which it is registered or proposed to be regis- 
tered.” It was known at the time the Act was passed that 
there were a number of marks in use which were recognized 
as trade-marks, #.¢., which did in fact distinguish the goods of 
the proprietors from other goods, but which were incapable of 
registration under the previous Acts because they did not come 
within the definition clauses of those Acts. It was to sweep in 
trade-marks of this kind that the fifth essential above men- 
tioned was inserted, so that now any distinctive mark is capable 
cf registration with the limitation, that if it consists of a name 


not a name, signature, or word, the procedure on the application 
is the ordinary procedure, but if the trade-mark consists of a 
name, signature, or word, then an order of the Board of Trade 
or the court is necessary before the application can go forward. 
The procedure in such a case is regulated by rules 35 to 47 of 
the Trade-Mark Rules, 1906, and it is shortly this: The registrar 
makes the usual search to ascertain if there are on record any 
marks which conflict with the mark applied for, and he notifies 
to the applicant, either that there are none, or, if there 
are any, what they are. Then the applicant has to send 
in a case stating the grounds on which he relies for his 
application, and also stating whether he desires to be heard 
by the Board of Trade or the court. This case is sent 
to the Board of Trade, and if the applicant desires to be 
heard by the Buard a hearing is fixed at which the appli- 
cant and the registrar attend and are heard, and the board 
thereupon make an order or may require the applicant to apply 
to the court. Inasmuch as evidence by way of statutory 
declaration or production of documents is required, and the 
applicant is generally represented by a patent agent or by 
counsel, the hearing before the Board of Trade is attended with 
a certain amount of expense, and, as we have indicated above, 
if an order of the Board of Trade is obtained, all the ordinary 
proceedings on an application have subsequently to be gone 
through, so that an application of the kind under consideration 
is necessarily more expensive than an ordinary application. 
When the Bill on which the Act of 1905 was founded left the 
House of Commons, the fifth essential was ‘‘a distinctive mark 
as defined by this Act.” It was altered into its present form 
by the House of Lords, on the motion of the Duke of Mart- 
pokouGH, Assuming an alteration of the kind was desirable, we 
think that it would have been simpler and cheaper to have made 
the Registrar of Trade-Marks, rather than the Board of Trade, 
the tribunal to decide that which is by the Act, as it now stands, 
left to the Board of Trade or the court to decide. But, in our 
opinion, it would bave been better if no such alteration had been 
wade, and if, in all cases where a mark was applied for as a 
distinctive mark under ess-ntial 5, it had been left to the 
registrar to decide whether such mark was primd facie distinctive, 
so that the applicatiun ought to go forward. 

As we mentioned above, assuming an applicant obtains an 
order from the Board of Trade or the court that the trade- 
mark he has applied for is to be deemed a distinctive mark, the 
application proceeds in the ordinary way. The result is, that if 
the mark is opposed, the opponent can, and most probably will, 
put forward as one vf the grounds of his opposition that the 
mark is not distinctive ; and then the applicant will have to fight 
the question all over again, because the opponent will not be 
estopped by the order of the Board of Trade or the court, he 
not having been a party to the proceedings in which the order 
was made. 

We understand that there have not at present been a large 
number of applications for orders of the above kind, and that 
in only a few of them have orders been made. 








At Bow-street, on Tuesday, the 19th inst., before Mr. Marsham, Richard 
Nimrod Haworth, of Norry-road, Putney, was charged on a warrant with 
falsely using a description inplying that he was entitled to act as a 
solicitor. Mr. R. Humphreys, who prosecuted for the Incorporated Law 
Society, said that the prisoner was admitted a solicitor some years ago 
and his certificate was afterwards suspended for three months. Sub- 
sequently it was further suspended for two years from June, 1903, until 
June, 1905. Shortly after the expiration of that time it was found that the 
prisoner was writing letters in which he described himself as a solicitor, 
although he had not obtained a certificate entitling him to practise. He 
was also exhibiting at his office in High Holborn a brass plate on which he 
was similarly described. The prisoner pleaded ‘' Guilty,”’ urging that he 





was in straitened circumstances at the time. He was fined £10 and £5 5s, 
, costs, with the alternative of one munth’s imprisonment. 
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Costs of Alternative Claims. 


Wuewn a plaintiff brings an action against two defendants, 
claiming against them in the alternative, the costs are necessarily 
increased by the presence of three parties to the litigation 
instead of two, and it becomes an important question upon whom 
the increased cost is to fall in the event of the plaintiff estab- 
lishing his claim against one of the defendants. The claim 
being in the alternative, it follows that it must in this caxe fail 
as to the other of the defendants, and, primd facie, the plaintiff 
will have to bear his costs. If the actions had been Soom 
separately this would necessarily have been the case. On the 
other hand, the liability to costs will be a substantial set-off 
against the damages recovered by the plaintiff in his successful 
action, and he will be the loser by the existence of the 
doubt as to the person against whom his remedy lies. There 
is, however, under the existing practice no necessity to bring 
the actions separately. By R. 8. C., ord. 16, rr. 1 and 4, 
parties may be joined alternatively either as plaintiffs 
or defendants, and consequently in one action it is possible 
to deal with the entire costs and inflict them upon the 
party whose conduct has inflicted the injury and brought about 
the litigation. And this may be done either by giving the 
successful defendant his costs against the plaintiff, and then 
allowing the plaintiff to onsite Gai with his own costs against 
the unsuccessful defendant, or by ordering the unsuccessful 
defendant to pay them to the successful defendant direct. That 
such an order could be made where the alternative claim was 
for breach of contract was decided by the Court of Appeal in 
Sanderson v. Blyth Theatre Co. (1903, 2 K. B. 533), and it has 
now been decided by the same tribunal that it can equally be 
made where the claim is in tort: Bullock y. London General 
Omnibus Co. (1907, 1 K. B. 264). 


In Sanderson v. Blyth Theatre Co. the action was brought 
originally against the Blyth Theatre Co. alone to recover money 
for work and materials in connection with the company’s theatre 
alleged to have been done and supplied on the order of Horr, 
the company’s architect, as their agent. In consequence of the 
nature of the company’s defence, Hore was added as a defend- 
ant, and the claim was made against him in the alternative. 
At the trial the jury found a verdict for the plaintiff against the 
company, and thereupon the judge ordered that judgment should 
be entered for the plaintiff against the company; that Hopz 
should recover his costs against the plaintiff; and that the 
eng should recover costs against the company, including 

oth his costs of joining the defendant Hors, and also the costs 
which he was ordered to pay to that defendant. Against the 
os of the order relating to the inclusion of the defendant 
opr’s costs the company appealed. 

The jurisdiction to make such an order has long been recog- 
nized in equity. In Jones vy. Lewis (1 Cox 199), where there 
were several defendants, and the court thought that one of 
them, a trustee, ought to bear all the costs of the suit, the 
plaintiff was ordered to pay the costs of the other defendants 
and then recover them from the trustee ; and a similar order was 
made in Parkes v. White (11 Ves., p. 238). In more recent times 
an instance is afforded by Child v. Stenning (11 Ch. D., p. 87). 
But ia Rudow v. Great Britain Mutual Life Society (17 gi, D. 
607) Jessex, M.R., intimated that under the Judicature Acts it 
was no longer necessary or proper to order a plaintiff to pay the 
costs of a defendant and have them over against another 
defendant, so that if this latter defendant was insolvent the 
plaintiff would lose them; but that the proper form of order 
was to order the defendant who was intended to bear the co- 
defendant’s costs to pay them to the co-defendant. 


The jurisdiction of the court over costs has been put on a 
very wide basis by section 5 of the Judicature Act, 1890, which 
provides that, subject to the Judicature Acts and rules and to an 
express statutory provisions, “the costs of and incident to 
proceedings in the Supreme Court, including the administration 
of estates and trusts, shall be in the discretion of the court 
or judge, and the court or judge shall have full power to 
determine by whom and to what extent such costs are to 
be paid.” Apart, then, from any question of the exten- 
sion by the earlier Judicature Acts of the former rules in 








Chancery to common law actions, this provision confers com- 
plete power over costs upon the King’s Bench Division, and 
where the action is tried by a judge without a jury, 89 
that the judge has a free hand, he can, as Srrauiva, L.J., pointed 
out in Sanderson v. Blyth Theatre Co., first order the unsuccetsftul 
defendant to pay to the plaintiff the costs occasioned to him by 
joining the successful defendant, and, secondly, order him t) 

y to the successful defendant his costs of the action; that is, 
es can follow the course which Jesser, M R., specified as more 
appropriate to be adopted in the Chancery Division. If, how- 
ever, the action is tried with a jury, then ord. 65, r. 1, has to be 
reckoned with, and the costs of the claim against the successful 
defendant follow the event unless the judge for good cause 
otherwise orders. Hence, unless the judge so orders, the plain- 
tiff must pay the costs of the successful defendant, and then he 
will be allowed to include them with his own costs as against 
the unsuccessful defendant. This was recognized by the 
Court of Appeal in Sanderson v. Blyth Theatre Co. (supra), 
where the order as to costs made at the trial was affirmed. At 
the same time Srirtixe, LJ., pointed out that the change of 
practice notified in Rudow v. Great Britain, §c., Society (supra) 
was perfectly proper, and that the new practice ought to be 
adhered to wherever it was practicable to do so; that is, the 
successful defendant's costs ought to be imposed directly on 
the successful defendant unless the special provision of ord. 65, 
r, 1, was an impediment. i 

In the recent case of Bullock v. London General Omnibus Co. 
(suprd) an attempt was made to exclude the action from the 
jurisdiction to make such an order as to costs. The action was 
brought to recover dam: for injuries sustained by the 
plaintiff through a collision between an omnibusandacart. The 
omnibus belonged to the above-named defendants, and the cart 
to the other defendant company. The claim alleged joint 
negligence by both the defendant companies, and, alternatively, 
the separate negligence of each. Each of the defendant companies 
alleged that the negligence was by the other. The jury 
found a verdict for the plaintiff for £150 against the omnibus 
company, and a verdict for the other company. An order was 
made that the plaintiff should recover her costs against the 
omnibus company, such costa to include the plaintiff's costs 
occasioned by there being two defendants, and algo the costs she 
might have to pay to the other defendant compan . This was 
in effect the same as the order in Sanderson y. Blyth Theatre Co. 
(supra). On the appeal it was argued that two independent 
causes of action had been joined in the action, and that there 
was no authority for this in order 16, which allowed only of 
the joinder of defendants where there was the same cause of 
action. But this was an objection which, if tenable, should have 
been taken earlier. The action had been tried, and the Court of 
Appeal held that the full power overcosts conferred upon the judge 
by the Judicature Act, 1890, enabled him to impose the costs 
where, in his opinion, they ought to be borne. ‘The common sense 
underlying this order,” said Cotuiys, M.R., ‘‘ is clear, because 
the learned judge when he made it had before him evidence 
that, owing to the attitude taken up by the General Omnibus 
Co., it was reasonable for the plaintiff to joia the other 
defendants.” The point had been strongly urged that under 
ord. 65, r. 1, the costs of the claim against the successful 
defendant must follow the event, and that, if the costs were 
thus thrown on the plaintiff, the court had no power to 
interfere with this result. But such reasoning cannot apply 
where the alternative claims are in fact made in the same action, 
and the Court of Appeal again held that the court is empowered 
to make an order charging the coste against the party who 
has in fact caused the litigation. 








Mr. Justice Warrington will preside at the seventy-fifth annual dinner 
of the United Law Clerks’ Scciety, which will take place at the Hotel 
Cecil on Fiiday, the 31st‘of May. 

e twenty-seventh meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Com- 
ssittes was held on the 13th inet. at the wo Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. Hubert 
Smith, Fellow of the Institute of red Accountants (representing the 
Sheffield Chamber of Commerce), whose evidence related mainly to the 
question whether it is desirable to give ages to assignments of book 
debts, and by Mr. Walter William Read, Fellow of the Institute of 


Chartered Accountants, 
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The following is a translation of Article III., the article referred to 


Reviews. above: ; ' 
Any issue, posting up or offering for sale, or the introduction upon 
Books of the Week. the French market of shares, debentures, or securities of whatever 


= - _ se i - nature of French or foreign companies will, as regards such of the 
8tone’s Justices’ Manual: Being the Yearly Justices’ Practice for | shove as may be offered te the ain, he akiasall t the following 
1907, with Table of Statutes, Table of Cases, Appendix of Forms, sas : 
J : inth Editi Edi formalities from and after the 1st of March, 1907: 
and Table of Punishments. Py Edition. Edited by| Previously to any steps being taken for advertising, the persons 
J. R. Roperts, Esq., Solicitor. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. issuing or offering for sale or selling or introducing the above must 
The Yearly Digest of Reported Cases for the Year 1906 Deciled in | insert in a ‘‘ Bulletin ” annexed to the Journal Offciel, and ia a form 
the Supreme and other Courts, including a Copious Selection of | to be determined by a special decree, a notice containing the 
Reported Cases Decided in the Irish and Scotch Courts; with Lists | following particulars: 
of Cases Digested Overruled, Considered, &c., and of Statutes, Orders, I. The full name of the company or of the undertaking. 
Rules, &c., Referred To. Edited by G. R. Hitt, M.A., Barrister-at- II. An indication of the law (French or foreign) which will govern 
Law. Butterworth & Co. the working of the enterprize ; 


The Merchant Shipping Act, 1906: A Practical Handbook for| III. The registered office thereof ; 
Shipowners, Masters, and all connected with the Mercantile Marine. IV. The objects of the enterprize ; 


ini lete Text of the Act. By Sanrorp D. Corz,| Y. The duration thereof ; 
+ ar angi oc & oy shes 7 — VI. The amount of the capital, the amount per share of each 


The Law Magazine and Review : < Quarterly Review “tee poring of shares, and the amount of capital remaining to be 
prudence ; being the combined Law Magazine, founded in 1828, and | “ JJ. The latest balance-sheet (of the undertaking) certified as being 
the Law Review, founded in 1844. Vol. XXXII., February. | 5 true copy, or a statement that the same has not yet been drawn up. 


Jordan & Sons. In addition, the amount of debentures already issued by the under- 
The Principles of German Civil Law. By Ernest J. Scuusrer, | taking, with a description of the securities attaching thereto, and if 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). it should relate to a fresh issue of debentures, the number, as well as 


The Law of Meetings: Being a Concise Statement of the Law the value, of the securities to be issued, the interest payable upon 
Relating to the Conduct and Control of Meetings in General, and in each, the date and the conditions of re-imbursement, and the guarantees 
Particular Political, Social, and other Meetings, Meetings of Com- | oT security upon which such further issue is based, must be stated. 
panies, County Councils, Borough Councils, District Councils, Boards Furthermore, all advantages stipulated to benefit the promoters, the 
of Guardians, Parish Councils, Parish Meetings, Vestries, Local directors, the manager or any other person, all property otherwise 
Education Authorities, and Meetings of Electors under the Borough than in cash conveyed to the undertaking, and the mode of payment 
Funds Acts, 1872-1903 ; with the Sections of the Statutes Relating therefor, the forms for the calling of general meetings, and the 
Thereto. By Gronoz A. BLAcKWEtI, LL B. (Lond.), Barrister-at- | Places where the same shall be held, must be set forth in the above 
Taw. Fourth Edition, Butterworth & Co. Bulletin.” ; : 

- . ; . Persons issuing, offering for sale, or selling, and persons intro- 

The Law Relating to Covenants Running with Land. By R. | ducing such securities for sale or issue, must be domiciled in France, 
CurHbert Brown, MA, Barrister-at-Law. Swect & Maxwell | and they must affix their signatures with their addresses to the above 
(Limited). notice. 

Advertisements, oy pee and circulars must reproduce the 








—— a in the notice, and mention that such notice was 

inserted in the ‘‘ Bulletin” annexed to the Journal Officiel, and with a 
Correspondence. reference to the number in which it was published. 

iss] ici All advertisements in newspapers must reproduce the same state- 

The Admission of Solicitors, ments, or at least an extract from such statements with a reference to 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] the said notice, and mention the number of the ‘‘ Bulletin” annexed 


Sir,— Some short time ago I made a suggestion in your columns | the Journal Oficiel in which the same appeared. : 
that it would be a good thing if the admission of solicitors were | , Every foreign company making a public issue in France, or offering 
associated with some ceremony; a suggestion which met and still for sale, or selling, or introducing shares, debentures, or securities of 
meets with considerable support. Apart from any other reason for | *2Y nature, must, in addition, publish in full its memorandum and 
change, it is obvious that the purchase of an admission form, like the articles of association in the French language in the same ‘‘ Bulletin” 
purchase of a stamp over the counter, is not, in the case of the average annexed to the Journal Oficiel, and this previously to any securities 


full f the seri ibiliti | being placed. 
“ee mina hs cman. ee eee | Any non-compliance with the above provisions will be duly noted 


It is noteworthy that the Master of the Rolls has just been good by the officials of the French Registration office, and will be punish- 
enough to inform me that he is quite in sympathy with the suggestion | able by fines from ten thousand to twenty thousand francs. 
made, and his lordship was kind enough to add that he will have | Article 460 of the Penal Code will be applicable to offences com- 
pleasure in doing any duty that may be assigned to him as part of | mitted in contravention of the provisions contained in the present 
any ceremony. At the same time the Master of the Rolls feels that | 2®ctment. 
it is a matter which must be decided by the desire of the eolicitors’| It will be observed that many of the clauses contained in the new 
branch of the profession. Perhaps, therefore, those solicitors who | law are based upon those incorporated in the English Companies Act 
favour the idea will communicate with the secretary of the Law | of 1900. P. PELLERI, Licencié en droit. 
Society or the subject. Harvey Cuirron. | Paris, 56, rue la Boétie, Feb. 6. 

4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, Feb. 6. 


English and Foreign Companies in neal CASES OF THE WEEK. 


New Regulations Relating to Financial Issues. Court of Appeal 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] : 


Sir,—In the French Loi des finances, voted on the 31st of 
January Jast, there is an article which will doubtless be of consider- 
able interest to legal and financial circles in England. Re? Lee ; ; i 

Such article contains stringent provisions affecting French, English, An action in rem does not come within section 1 of the Public Authorities Pro- 
and foreign companies contemplating issuing shares or debentures, qtien et, SER 
or whose securities may be dealt with in France, and it will take effect | . Appeal from Bargrave Deane, J. An action in rem was brought in the 
from and after the Ist of March, 1907. Admiralty Division by the owners of the cargo lately laden on board the 

Too great publicity cannot be given to the said enactment, as the | *%4™ship Gervase to recover compensation for damage to the cargo by 


non-compliance with the above provisions will be punishable by fines ee ue be ee ae See oe he rn pony 
varying from ten thousand francs to twenty thousand francs. the cargo lately laden on board the steamship Gervase, plaintiffs, and 











‘““THE BURNS.” No.1. 138th Feb. 


Puntic Avursotities Prorection Act, 1893—Action 1x rEM~—56 & 57 
Vier. c. 6], s. 1. 


‘The text of the said article, as adopted by the Chamber of Deputies, f : ; 
was modified by the Senate, and, in due course, referred back to the year “to the Sameer end tate chants ae ihe shia aa 
Chamber, which approved such modification, and the provisions con- | The Burns was a sludge vessel owned by the London County Council, and 
tained therein have now become law. used by them for the purpose of carrying sewage out to sea, and in doing 
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so they were acting in execution of their public or statutory duty with 
regard to the disposal of the sewage. The action was commenced more 
than six months after the collision, and the London County Council moved 
to set aside the writ of summons upon the ground that, under section 1 (a) 
of the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, the action ought to have 
been commenced ‘‘ within six months next after the act, neglect, or default 
complained of.’’? Bargrave Deane, J., held that an action in rem did not 
come with the Act, and he dismissed the motion. The London Oounty 
Council appealed. It was contended on their behalf that this was an action 
against a person within the meaning of section 1 of the Act, there being 
both plaintiffs and defendants on the writ ; that the bringing of an action 
in rem, followed by the arrest of the ship, was a mode of compelling the 
appearance of the owner of the vessel sued, and that when he appeared he 
became personally liable. The action was therefore commenced against 
a person within the meaning of section 1. 

Tre Covrr (Coiiins, M.R., and Cozens-Harpy and Fiercner Movtrton, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Co.urs, M.R., said that no doubt an action in rem did indirectly affect 
the owner of the res, but a somewhat similar point to the present one had 
been decided by this court in The Longford (14 P. D. 34), and it was un- 
desirable to draw fine distinctions between that case and the present one. 
In that case it was held that the word ‘‘ action ”’ in section 8 of 6 & 7 Will. 
4, c. c., which provided that no action should be brought against the 
City of Dublin Steam Packet Co. for damage to any ship unless one 
menth’s notice in writing were given to the company—did not apply to an 
action in rem. The ground of that decision applied to the present case. 
If the matter had been res integra he would have been disposed to hold 
that this was an action commenced against persons, and that the 
defendants were within the protection of the Act. But the point had been 
substantially decided in The Longford, and they would not be justified in 
drawing a subtle distinction between the two cases, 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., agreed. 

Fiercner Movutton, L J., concurred. In his opinion the contention 
that the arrest of the ship was merely a mode of compelling the appear- 
ance of the owners was contrary to The Dictator (1892, P. 304) and The 
Gemm2 (1899, P. 285). The appearance of the owners, and not the bring- 
ing of the action, made them personally liable in the action. If the 
owners did not appear, the action remained an action against the ship, 
and no personal liability could be established against them. The Public 
Authorities Protection Act, 1893, therefore did net a ply to an action 
in rem. With regard to the form of the writ, the old form had been 
abandoned, but he did not think that the nature of an action in rem had 
been changed because the writ set out the names of persons as plaintiffs 
and defendants.—Covunset, J. G. Laing, K.C., and R. H. Balloch ; Serutton, 
K.C., and A. D. Bateson. Sortcrrors, Thomas Cooper § Co. ; Waltons, 
Johnson, Bubb, § Whatton. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


BLOOMER v. CURRIE. Joyce, J. 13th Feb. 


So.icrrors—Partnersnirp—Bankrvurptcy oF One ParTNER—PARTNERSHIP 
Acrion—Recerver—Conpuct or AcTion—PRACcTICE. 


A receiver of assets appointed on the application of the plaintif’ in a partner- 
ship action cannot be represented by the plaintiff's solicitors in matters in which 
his interests as such receiver conflict with the plaintif’’s interests, 


Adjourned summons. The plaintiff in the action was the trustee in 
bankruptcy of B., who had been practising as a solicitor in partnership 
with the defendant. B. absconded and was adjudicated bankrupt in July, 
1906 ; the defendant did not become bankrupt, neither did the firm. The 
writ in the action asked for a declaration that the partnership was dissolved 
by B. prior to his bankruptcy, or aliernatively by his bankruptcy, and for 
an account of the partnership transactions and dealings, and that the 
partnership might be wound up. In August, 1906, the plaintiff 
moved for the appointment of himself or some other fit and proper 
person as receiver of the partnership assets. On that motion the 
court refused to appoint the plaintiff and appointed a nominee of the 
defendant. The receiver proceeded to get in the assets of the firm, and in 
so doing employed the defendants solicitor, who had also been accustomed 
to act for the receiver privately. The plaintiff's solicitors objected to this 
on the ground that the receiver had been appointed on the application of 
the plaintiff, and that, therefore, he ought to be represented by 
them. This summons in the action was taken out by the de- 
fendant, asking that the defendant’s solicitor should have the 
conduct of the action, including the carrying in and passing of 
the receiver’s accounts, and that the receiver should be represented 
by the defendant's solicitor in all proceedings connected with the 
partnership. During the hearing the court held that the summons 
was wrong in form in asking for the conduct of the action. It was 
urged in support of the summons that it was inconsistent and incon- 
venient for the receiver to be represented by the solicitors who were 
also the solicitors for the plaintiff in the action, as there were many 
matters in which the plaintiff's interests and claims as the trustee in 
bankruptcy of B. would clash with the interests of the firm; that the 
plaintiff had no knowledge himself of the partnership affairs, and that 
the defendant, who had no personal interests conflicting with those of the 
partnership, was obviously the proper person to help and instruct the 
receiver. The judgment of Kindersley, V.0., in Dizon v. Wilkinson 


receiver was sapeteit on the plaintiff's motion, and that, therefore, his 
solicitors had the conduct of the action; that there was not likely to be 
any clashing of interests ; and that the receiver was not impartial, but had 
taken sides and clearly himself as an agent of the defendant. 
But it was pointed out in reply that the receiver would be much more 
likely to get in the partnership assets if he were a partizan, and.{hat the 
usual course in the case of one member of a firm being made bankrupt was 
to appoint the remaining partner receiver of the partnership assets, and 
that it ought to have been done in this case, But the defendant, in.agreeing 
to his nominee being appointed instead of himself, understood that the 
receiver would be represented by the defendant’s solicitor. 

Joyce, J., said that this was not an ordinary case. The action was a 
partnership action instituted by the trustee in bankruptcy of the abscond- 
ing partner against the other partner. He was not sure that he had been 
right in not appointing the defendant receiver ; however, the defendant’s 
nominee had been appo . The receiver found that there were certain 
matters in which the interests of the partnership clashed with those of 
the bankrupt’s separate estate, but his lordship was not aware of any matter 
in which there was any conflict between the interests of the firm and those 
of the defendant. Not unnaturally the receiver objected ; he could not 
possibly be advised by the plaintiff’s solicitors in matters in which there 
were conflicting interests. It had been admitted that in such matters the 
receiver must be represented by another solicitor, and it seemed to him 
that the defendant’s solicitor was the proper person for that purpose. The 
only affidavit in opposition to the summons was made by an articled clerk 
of the plaintiff’s solicitors; there was none by the trustee in bankruptcy 
himself. The plaintiff's solicitors’ chief objection to the application 
seemed to be that they would thereby lose the work. In his opinion it 
was best for all parties that the receiver should be represen by the 
defendant’s solicitor in all matters in which he thought fit to be so repre- 
sented, including the bringing in and ing of his accounts.—CounsgL, 
Hughes, K.C., and Tindale Davis; Younger, K.C., and Ward Ooldridge. 
Sourcrrors, R. Brooks ; Weatherley § Co. 

[Reported by W. F. Lawnzenosn, Barrister-at-Law,] 


BLENCOWE AND OTHERS v. NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL, 
Warrington, J. 31st Jan. ; 1st, 11th, 12th, and 13th Feb. 


Epvucation—Non-provipen ScxHoot—NoncoMPLIANCE WITH DrRecrions oF 
Loca Envucation Avtnoriry as TO Reticiovs Instruction — Scuoor 
CLosep ny Inspector aNp Supeort WitrHpRAwN—E vementary Epvca- 
Tron Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. o. 75), 8. 7T—Epvucarion Act, 1902 
(2 Ep. 7, c. 42), 8. 7. 


A local education authority issued directions in respect of religious instruction. 
A non-provided school within the area of the authority arranged its time-table so 
as to allow of the scholars being taken to church on saints’ days and holy days, 
and in so doing infringed the directions. On the gers declining to make 
alterations in the tume-table as required by the authority, the inspector declared 
the school closed and transferred the teachers, and the authority withdrew its 
Jinancial support. Theneeforth the school was carried on by private subscription 
as a certified efficient school. The managers sued for a declaration that the direc- 
tions were ultra vires and void, and that the school was entitled to be maintained 
by the authority, and also for damages for trespass and illegalities on the part of 
the inspector. 

Held, that the questions as to the directions and maintenance were to be decided 
by the Board of Education, by virtue of section 7, sub-section 3, of the Act of 
1902 ; that the managers had not proved such ion as entitled them to sue 
Jor trespass ; and that the inspector was entitled to transfer the teachers. 


Trial of action, The plaintiffs brought this action as the managers of 
Marston St. Lawrence Public Elementary School, in Northamptonshire. 
The defendant council was the local education authority for the county 
of Northampton. The plaintiffs claimed damages for trespass and for 
illegal acts committed by the defendants in closing the school and 
inducing the teachers to break their contracts with the plaintiffs, and a 
declaration that certain regulations issued by the defendants as to 
religious instruction in schools within the defendants’ area were wlird vires 
and void in law, and that the plaintiffs were entitled to have the school, 
which was “ non-provided,’’ maintained by the council as a public elemen- 
tary school in accordance with the Education Acts, 1870 to 1902, The 
school building was the D neared of private owners, having been built in 
or about 1847, and from then onwards had been used as a national school in 
connection with the Church of England. In 1877 the school became a 
public elementary school within the Elementary Education Acts, and was 
subject to Government i ion. Thenceforth the owners voluntarily 
allowed the school to be as a public elementary school. In September, 
1904, the defendants issued certain directions to the following effect : 
‘* Religious Instruction in Schools . . . (2) Time of religious instruc- 
tion.—Secular instruction in all schools shall commence not later than 
9.45 am., and occupy the school hours for the rest of the day.” 
‘© (4) Place of religious instruction.—In consideration of the answer 
given in the House of Commons by Sir William Anson to Mr, 
Halsey on Friday, the 10th of June last, religious instruction of 
children attending an elementary school shall not be given in any place 
other than the school and during the hours in which the school is open, 
unless it be in connection with the withdrawal of children under the 
conscience clause,” The contention of the plaintiffs was that these 
regulations were wltrd vires and void as interfering with the plaintiffs’ 
rights under the Education Act, 1902, and that the defendants had no 
power to issue directions as to religious instruction with regard to ‘‘non- 
provided ’’ schools. For there had been a practice of taking the 








(4 Drew, 614) was referred to. In opposition it was contended that the 


school children to cburch on saints’ days and a or the time de- 
voted to religiousinstruction. Since February, 1893, it had been the practice t 
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mark the school registers at 9 a m. on saints’ days and holy days and to take 
the children to churchatlla.m. The time-tables arranging for this mark- 
ing were duly approved by Government inspectors. The usual course was 
t» mark the registers at from 9.45 to10a.m. The special arrangement as 
to marking the registers was in order to enable the necessary two con- 
secutive hours of secular teaching to take place. In consequence of these 
proceedings the defendants caused rotive to be given to the plaintiffs 
that all financial assistance would be withdrawn from the school 
as from the Ist of March, 1905, as the plaintiffs had failed to con- 
form to the regulations issued with regard to religious instruction. The 
inspector accordingly declared the school closed and transferred the 
mistress and assistant mistress to other schools. Since then the school 
had been kept open as a certified efficient school by private subscriptions. 
It was contended by the defendants that the court had no jurisdiction to 
deal with questions arising under the Education Act, 1902,s. 7, sub-sec 

tion 3, which could be decided by the Board of Education alone. 


Warrincton, J., said that the question as to the directions and 
the question involved in the plaintiffs’ claim to have the school 
maintained by the defendants as a ‘‘non-provided’’ public elementary 
school in accordance with the Education Acts, 1870 to 1902, were 
questions arising under section 7 of the Act of 1902, and were 
therefore to be settled by the Board of Education by virtue of sub-sec- 
tion 3, the court having no jurisdiction to deal with them. Section 7 
provided as follows: ‘‘(1) The local education authority shall maintain 
and keep efficient all public elementary schools within their area 
which are necessary, . but in the case of a school not provided by 
them [and this was the present case] only so long as the following con- 
ditions and provisions are c»mplied with : (2) The managers of the school 
shall carry out any directions of the local education authority as to the 
secular instruction to be given in the school ; but no direction 
given under this provision shall be such as to interfere with reasonable 
facilities for instruction during school hours.’’ Sub-section 3 was as 
follows: ‘‘If any question arises under this section between the 
local education authority and the managers of a school not provided 
by the authority, that question shall be determined by the Board 
of Education.’’ Direction No. 2 was in itself a directian in respect 
of secular education. The plaintiffs had acted in breach of that 
direction. The plaintiffs had contended that this direction was not 
given under section 7 of the Act of 102, but was ulird vires. They 
said that, whilst their time-table remained as it was, compliance with the 
direction would have been a breach of their duties under section 7 of the 
Act of 1870, and that the question really arose under that Act, which 
provided as follows : Section 7, ‘‘ Every public elementary school shall be 
conducted in accordance with the following regulations (a copy of which 
regulations shall be conspicuously put up in every such school)—namely, 
(2) the time or times during which any religious observance is practised or 
instruction in religious subjects is given at any meeting of the school, shall 
be either at the beginning, or at the end, or at the beginning and the end 
of such meeting, and shall be inserted in a time-table to be approved by 
the Education Department, and to be kept permanently and conspicuously 


affixed in every schoolroom; and any scholar may be withdrawn by his | 


parent from such observance or instruction without forfeiting any of the 
other benefits of the school.’? ‘The refusal of the managers to arrange 
for the alteration of the time-table had been a further infringement of 
the direction as to secular instruction implied in the original direc- 
tion as to the time for religious instruction, and expressed in a 
letter from the local education authority. The questions therefore arose 
under section 7 of the Act of 1902. In view of this decision it was not 
necessary to give an opinion as to direction No. 4. With regard to the 
remaining causes of action, the inspector had acted hastily in treating 
the school as closed, as it was competent for the managers to carry 
on the school as a certified efficient school. Although the entry 
of the inspector might have been lawful, the plaintiffs had urged that his 
subsequent conduct had rendered bim a trespasser, so that they were 
entitled to damages. The real question involved was one of possession of 
theschool. Had they such possession as enabled them to sue for trespass ? 
They had pleaded nothing more than their position as managers by virtue 
of the Act of 1902. The schoolhouse was provided by the owners and the 
managers had certain statutory rights over it which enabled them to 
perform their statutory duties. The plaintiffs had not alleged or proved 
possession such as enabled them to sue for trespass. No special 
arrangement with the owners had been proved to exist. He must not, 
however, be understood to hold that the conduct of the inspector was 
such as to convert lawful entry into trespass, even if the plaintiffs had had 
possession. There had been no inducement to the teachers to break their 
contracts, a3 the local education authority was justified in giving the 
teachers other appointments. The action failed, and there would be 
judgment for the defendants with costs.—CounseL, Cripps, K.C., Lord 
Robert Cecil, K.C., and Montague Barlow ; Danckwerts, K.C., Sargant, and 
J. E. King. Soutcrtors, Withers, Bensons, Withers, & Davies, for H. IW. 
Chel, Bury; Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for H. A. 
Millington, Clerk of the County Council, Northampton. 


| Repoited by F. Harpixor Datstoy, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Mr. Benson, says a writer in the G/ole, who has succeeded the late 
Judge Mantel Jones, the stroke of the Cambridge boat in 1856, as county 
court judge for the Sheffield district, is not the only ‘‘old Blue”’ on the 
county court bench. Judge Wightman Wood, who adininisters excellent 
justice in Leice stirshire, rowed for Oxford in 1866 and 1867. The new 
county court judge, who, like the Lord Chancellor, was at Balliol, rowed 
in 1868, 1869, and 1570. 





| 
| 








New Orders, &c. 


County Courts. 


‘ The pone Gazette of the 15th inst. contained the following Orders in 
ouncil :- 

Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1888, that it*thall le 
lawful for His Majesty, by Order in Council, from time to time to alter the 
number and boundaries of the dis‘ricts and the place of holding any Court, 
and to order by what name, and in what towns and places a Court shail 
be held in any district : 

His Majesty is pleased by and with the advice of His Privy Council to 
order ani it is hereby ordered that from and after the first day of April, 


| one thousand nine hundred and seven, the County Courts (Districts) Order 


in Council, 1899, shall be further amended as follows :— 

(1) The Parish of Tryddyn, in the Union of Hawarden, shall be trans- 
ferred from the District of the Wrexham and Llangollen County Court 
to the District of the Mold and Flint County Court. 

(2) The District of the County Court of Northamptonshire held at 
Thrapstone and the District of the County Court of Northamptonshi.e 
held at Oundle shall be consolidated under the name of the County 
Court of Northamptonshire held at Thrapstone and Oundle and a 
Court shall be ‘held in that District at both Thrapstone and Oundle 
until further order. 

(3) The District of the County Court of Denbighshire held at Denbigh 
and the District of the County Court of Denbighshire held at Ruthin 
shall be consolidated under the nam: of the County Court of Denbigh- 
shire held at Denbigh and Ruthia and a Court shall be held in that 
District at both Denbigh and Ruthin until further order. 

(4) This Order shall be cit-d as the County Courts (Districts) Order in 
Council, February, 1907, and shall be read with the said County Courts 
(Districts) Order in Council, 1899, which shall have effect as if the 
provisions herein contained had formed part of that Order. 

llth February, 1907 A. W. FirzRoy. 


Pursuant to section five of the County Courts Act, 1903, His Majesty is 
pleased, by and with the advice of His Privy Council, to order and it is 
hereby ordered as follows : — 

1. This Order may be cited as the County Courts (Extended Juris- 

diction) Order in Council, 1907. 

2. The County Courts Order in Council, 1904, shall be amended as 
follows :— 
(i.) The part of the Schedule relating to Circuit No. 9 is revoked, 
and the following is substituted therefor :— 


. | Congleton and Sandbach. 
| Nantwich. 


Crewe... 


Macclesfield. 


Stockport ... ... “| 
| 


Circuit No. 9 


| Hyde. 
| Stalybridge. 


Ashton-under-Lyne... 
| 
| 


Northwich ... due | Winsford. 


(ii.) In Circuit No. 23, Ledbury, Droitwich, and Great Malvern are 
removed from the third column of the said Schedule. 

(iii.) The part of the said Schedule relating to Circuit No. 27 is 
revoked. 

(iv.) In Circuit No. 36, (a) Towcester is removed from the third 
column of said Schedule, (b) Leighton Buzzard shall be added to the 
second column, and (c) opposite to Leighton Buzzard, Ampthill shall 
be added to the third column. 

3. The County Courts Order in Council, 1904, shall be read and have 
effect in accordance with this Order, which shall come into operation on 
the first day of April, one thousand nine hundred and seven. 

11th February, 1907. A. W. FitzRoy. 








Carl A. Fischer, furrier, of Holloway-road, was summoned recently 
before Mr. Fordham for hindering and obstructing a workman in carrying 
out an order under the London Building Act. Mr. Humphreys prosecuted. 
He said the defendant had a shop built over the forecourt of a house, and 
the London Building Act required that the roof of this shop should be of 
certain materials and thickness, and that there should be special means of 
exit in case of fire. The freeholder of the premises sent men to do this 
work, but the defendant, who was the leaseholder, refused to admit them. 
They did eventually get in, but could not proceed with the work because 
of the defendant’s hindrance. The defendant said he had applied to the 
London County Council for an extension of time in which to have 
the work done, and thought it had been granted. Mr. Fordham replied 
that ever since last June the defendant had a knowledge that the work 
must be done, and in the interests of his workpeople it should be done 
as soon as possible. The Act gave magistrates the power to inflict a fine 
of £20 and £10 penalty for every day that the work was delayed. This in 
the defendant’s case would amount to some hundreds of pounds. The 
defendant, however, would pay £10 and £10 10s. costs, or one month's 
jmprisonment. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Desarrnc Socrery.—Feb. 5.—Chairman, Mr. P. B 
H-nderson.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Re Samson, 
Robins v. Alexander (1906, 2 Ch. 584, was wrongly decided.” Mr. Henry T. 
Thumson opened in the affirma ive, Mr. A. G. Anderson seconded in the 
affirmative ; Mr. Harston opened in the negative, Mr. Frank Birch 
seconded in the negative. The following members continued the debate : 
Messrs. Dowding, Blackwell, and H. Dollman. The mover having waived 
his right to reply, the motion was lost by eleven votes, 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Tromas Henry Morcan and Harowp Francis Asnpy, solicitors (T. H. 
Morgan & Co.), Colwyn Bay, Denbigh. Jan. 31. All debts due to aud 
owing by the said late tirm will be received and paid by the said Thomas 
Henry Morgan, by whom the business will in future be carried on. 

(Gazette, Feb. 19. 


General. 


Rarely, says a writer in the Globe, has a movement affecting the adminis- 
tration of justice been more rapid than that concerned with the separate 
treatment of juvenile offenders. In the London police-courts, by the 
recent direction of the Home Office, children are kept apart from adult 
prisoners. In Birmingham, Manchester, Glasgow, Greenock, Bolton, 
Bradford, and Taunton children’s cases are heard separately. Mr. T. R. 
Bridgwater, in a valuable article in the Journal of Comparative Legislation, 
shews that the movement is now widespread. In many of our colonies 
—in Canada, South Australia, New South Wales, Cape Colony, and 
Tasmania—special arrangements for the trial and treatment of juvenile 
delinquents have been introduced. Twenty-twoof the United States have 
established ‘children’s courts.’? On the Continent no such courts yet 
exist, but in several countries, in Germany, Italy, Holland, and Sweden, 
the special needs of the juvenile offender have not been ignored. 


In addressing the grand jury at the South London Sessions, at the 
Sessions House, Newington, Mr. Robert Wallace, K.C., the new chairman, 
said that it had been the custom to compare the statistics of the ses:ion 
with those of the corresponding period of the previous year. Those figures 
were most misleading, us it was impossible to make a comparison of such 
a short period as} would indicate whether crime was decreasing or not. 
Sir John Macdonell, in his recent admirable report, brought out this point 
clearly, and shewed that to compare the crime of one year with another 
was practically useless. But he also pointed out—and this every one 
rejoiced in—that though the crime of the year might exceed the crime of 
the previous twelve months, if they went back and compared one genera- 
tion with another, a steady advance and i improvement in the morals of the 
people and a great diminution of crime all over the country were found. 
At the sitting of the court Mr. Wilkinson offered a welcome to his lord- 
ship by the members of the bar attending the sessions on the south side. 
Mr. Wallace said that he had already received a very cordial and kindly 
greeting from the bar on the north side, and he now repeated what he had 
ventured to say last week, that there was no opinion he valued more than 
the good opinion of bis brethren at the bar. He could only say that in 
the proper administration of justice it was absolutely necessary that the 
bench and the bar should co-operate. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 














Date Emercency APppraL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
a Rota. No. 2 Kexewios. Joycr. 
Monday, Feb............ S Mr. Fa-mer Mr. Greswell Mr. Church Mr. Beal 
uesday ..., m Beal Leach King Farmer 
Pemberton Greswell Church Beal 
Carrington Leach i Farmer 
King Greswell Church Beal 
Church Leach King Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinvew Eapy. Warrineton. Nevitie. Parker. 
Monday, Feb nie 4 Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldsch mid 
uesday Pemberton Goldschmidt Borrer Theed 
Wednesday 4 Carrington Theed Bloxam Borrer 
“kt 23 Pemberton Goldschmidt _Borver Bioxam 
Friday, March <1 Carrington Theed Bloxam leach 
Saturday orice ceveerereee 2 Pemberton Golds-hmidt Borrer Greswell 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Liwirep =. Cuancery. 
Evyeusa Farenoips, Liarreo-C ,on or befure March 39, to send 





8, Frederick pl, Old Jewry. Bircham & Co, Parliament st, Westminster, 
mm payed mms Fak sa 7 


Hermasy | wen alll & Co, taeeee — for winding a Feb ~ directed 
to be heard Feb 26. Harston & Bennett, 4, Bishopsgate solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than tix o'clock in the after- 
non of Fe 

asec Howarts & Sons, Liairev (Wigan, Furniture and Bedding Manufacturers, &c.) — 

C. editors are required, on or before 


red, before April 6, to send their names and ations ont Be 
particulars of their debts or claim-, to Edwin France, 5, College chmbrs, Li st, 


Wigan, liquidator 

Leeps Brives Casixet Works, Linirep—Creditors are soquteal, on or before March 1, 
to send their names and adJresses, and the aoe Any of th ir debts or claims, to 
Frederick Holliday, 4, Gresk +t. Leeds. Peckover & Scriven, hom solors for liquidators 
McPuait & Smurson’s Day Pream Parents Co, 1 ¢€ Petn for windiog.up, pre- 
sented Feb 7, directed to be heard Feb 26. Gribble & Co, Pedford row, for Stewart & 
er, Wakefield, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 

named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Feb 25 
Samoet Birnca & Co, Liuitrep—Petn for 4 ted p= ady 18, directed to be 
eard Feb 26. Sparling, Guildhall chmbra, st, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 


Feb 25 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1x Caancery. 

Fraxk W. Harnais & Co, eg ee required, on or before March 30, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of t their debts or claims, to Henry 
Joho Burgess, 14, 8t Mary Axe 

wMfarch 5. Whites & Go, 28, Budge Tow, Jone f spec ag pte 

ar i row, solors for » ust 
sendh the obe bove-named not than 6 o’clock in pe - 

Paratine Suirrixne Co, rota (1x. Liquipation)— Creditors are required, on or before 
March 29, to send their pames and addresses, and “ee of their debts or claims, 
to Alexander Cunnison Ramsay, 40, Brazennose st, 














The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale, 
Reversions, Lire Poiiwcies, Suanes, &c. 

Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caanrievo held their umal Fortnightly Sale (No. 829) of the 
ab \ve-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on cm Thapeta ureday " = the 
following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £22 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: 


To about £520 ... ne 7 ove onl ove ow ous «- Bold 340 

To £1,175... cee eos wes eee one ooo ooo eco eve ” 530 
POLICIES: 

For £500 ... eos 20s ove eee ove ot os ons oo os 325 

For £2,000 ove eo woe oon tie den vine ioe na ” 330 

For £3,400 « 2,075 

For £5,000 » ioe 

For £500 .. ” 

For £1,000 tov os pe oft owe ae ~ _ one ’ 5 

For £2,000 ose oo oo bee o- ont » 1,79 
A BONUS or 8UM of £26 000 . ” = 

33 


80 SHARES £10 each in Moorgate-street ‘and Broad-street Buildings (Ltd. > » 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery 


Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Jan. 18, 
Bartram, Many, Forest Gate Feb 18 Bartram v Mearns, Warringtcn,J Shepheard, 
Finsbury circus 
Ross, Cuartas Anruur, Avenue rd, Regent's pk March 15 Wingfield and Blew v Blair, 


Neville, J Wingfield, Ml, Ohengeide 
Suuuens, Somers Jonny, U ford pl Feb 15 Summers y Sutton, Kekewieh, J 


Pool le, Ely pl 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan. 25. 


Lomax, Martin, Wadsley > = nr Sheffield, Builder Feb 14 Simmons vy Coleman, 
Nevil le,J Jackron, 

Roserrs, Evwargp, Ruthin, Denbigh. Solicitor Feb 28 Jones vy Davies, Warrington, J 
Bi 


illing, 8 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 1. 
Trusset L, Epwix BexJsamix, Burnham on Crouch, Builder Feb 25 Barclay & Co v 
Trussell, Parker, J Crick, Billiter sq bldgs 
London Gasets.—Turspay, Feb. 5. 
Kiexvanp, Sanu 2 eee. Derby, Farmer Feb 28 Kirkland vy Kirkland, Warrington, 
J Lymn, 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb, 8. 

Faresty, Jonny, rd, Music Hall Proprietor March 8 Pannell vy Milburn, Joyce, 
—e Pot ~ — & Co, Fleet st ; 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Feb. 15. 

Curnrir, ee Wim, Eastbourne March 15 Bradford v Lewis, Warrington, J 

Welch, John st, Bedford row 
Turner, Atrrep VALENTINE, ~——y Herts, Nurseryman March 22 Johneon vy 
Burt, Neville, J Longmore, Hertford 
London Gasette.—Tusspay, Feb. 19. 
Gaearorex, Hevrick Antony, ame, Bury, Harlow, Essex, Stockbroker March 18 
Piowill vy Great -rex, Swinten Eady, J Rowe, Union ct, Old Broad st 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Toxspay, Feb. 12. 


leet ym he Leeds 


Baoovey, Axx», Arml 
Baker March 2 <9 Wanriington 


Baovou, Water, Po 


Bav xt, ‘Gronax roan Sell ‘Heaths » Chemist March 10 Williams, 
Buroornr, Jonx, Pontypool, Builder May i Wetiies & Go Fentoness , 
Burrress, ‘Josurn KiakaaM, Beer March 10 Williams, Birmingham 
as Heyny, . Oo Surgeon 1 Peacock & . 
*. : 


4, 
CoLEemay, Mary ion, Small H Birmingham March 23 Jeffery & Co, 9 
Corcuerox, Major Gen, the Right Hon Hewry Baroy, OB, Green st, Park ln March 23 





their names and addresses, avd the putiouene of their debts or claims, to Lawrence 


Crawley & Co, Arlington st, 8t James's 
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Crapock, Janz Buntoy, Blomfield st, Paddington March 9 
Caoxat, FRepenica, Chester pi, Hyde Park April 13 Simpson & Co, Grac:church st 
Gor.orr, Euity pz, Tanbridge Wells March7 Simpson & Bowen, Princes st, Bank 


Dyke, Haury Febi6 Bracford & Co, Swindon 
Evarnipvce, Wittiam, Winchester March 27 


March 16 Attenborough, Piccadlly 


Fiyney, Evizapetu, Liverpool March 31 Grace & Co, Liverpool 
Futrorp, Caaries Epwanrp, Leeds, Dealer in Proprietary Medicines April3) Farr & 


Walker, Leeds 


Granny, James, Watford March 20 Gearey, Verulam bldgs, Gray's inn 

Haren, James, South Shore, Blackpool March 19 omer Blackpool 
arch 8 

Hecxrokrp, Mary Ayn, Denmark hill March15 Moon & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Jackson, James, Hyde, Chester March7 Knowles & Son, Hyde 

Jesxins, Exvtzanetn, Sutton, Surrey March 12 Fallows, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Littiz, Be SANNA, Wisbech St Peters, Isle of Ely, C. imbridge March 6 Wise, March 

March 8 Kent & Holroyd, 


Haaisevav, Dow Miave., Monte Video, Uruguay 


MarsHatt, Lyp1a, New Brighton, Chester, Dres:maker 
Liverpool 


Martruiessey, Hexry, Mount st, Grosvenor sg March 19 James & James, Ely pl, 


Holborn circus 
Mives, Jenemian, Torquay March 31 
Mosrratt, Eouunp Batxes, Tamavua, Suva, Fiji April 15 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Faivay, Feb. 8. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asumgap, Esnest Watter George, Cainscross, Glos, 
Wheelwright Gloucester Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
Barker, Witutiam Witsox, Blaydon, Durham, Grocer 

Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6é 
Bates, Epwarp, Oldbury, Worcester, Butcher West 
a h Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 


Broan, bir yo we Art Master Barnsley Pet 


Feb 4 


Warner & Kirby, Winchester 
Fey, Witt1am Havrorp, New Barnet, Herts March 15 Ward & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Feuittape, Ricnarp Cuaates Francis La, Borough High st, Southwark, Pawnbroker 


Grace & Co, Liverpool 
Vandercom & Co, Bash In 
Nuoent, Axprew Geonoe O'Reitty, Fareham, Hants March 12 Gillson, Fareham 


Buvagp, Pome , 8t Ives, ee, Osier 


Grower Peterborough Pet Jani Ora Feb 

Burizr, Cuarixes Epwarp, Long Eaton, Derby Derby 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Cornish, Frep, Clayton, nr Bradford, Carting Agent 
Bradford Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Epwarps, James, Oswestry, Salop, Licensed Victualler 
Wrexham Pet Feb2 Ord Feb2 

Evans, Jonn Carsgy, Bargoed, Glam, Tailor Merthyr 
Ty Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Gazex, Witisam Cuaries, Coventry, Cabinet Maker 
Coveatry Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 

Hancock, Wi.tiram, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Labourer 
Kings Lynn Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Haxson, Fraaxcis Joux, Upper Stoke, Coventry, Cashier 
Coventry Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Hanazis, Isapore Harry, East Ham, Essex, Oil and Colour- 
man High Court Pet Dec18 Ord Feb4 

Heit, Wittiam Brigerey eet Carriage 
Liverpool Pet Jan 26 Ord Fe 

Isaac, Davin, Ystalyfera, Glam, Colliery Labourer Aber- 
avon Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Ksicut, Jous Wittiam, Southsea, Hants, Drug Store 
Proprietor Portsmouth Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 

Moonry, Ferpericxk Grorce, Tenby, Pembroke, Grocer 
Pembroke Dock Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

Normay, Epwasp BenJamin, Salford, Lancs, Furniture 

er Manchester Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6 

Norman, Tuomas, St Albans, Tailor 8t Albans Pet Dec 5 

Ord Feb 2 


Propriztor 


Parturs, Josern, Leicester Leicester Pet Feb 5 Ord 
Feb5 


Pows.i, Tuomas, as zwynfi, Glam, Collier Abcrayon 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 

Reap, T Curtis, Brighton, Manufacturers’ Agent Brighton 
Pet Jan 18 ‘Ord F ‘eb 

Smiretcurr, WiLLi1AM Scarborough, Painter Scar- 
borough Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Snort, Epwarp Hewsay, Ormskirk, Licensed Victualler 
Liverpool Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

Brack, Epwin Cuartes We.iestey, Fakenham, Norfolk, 
Clothier Norwich Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Sxe.rt, Atpgrt Epwazp, Gloucester, Provision Merchant 
Gloucester Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Sxe.uxc, Epwarp Watrsr, Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Tezssy, Hexny, 8t Mary Church, Torquay, Schoolmaster 
Exeter Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6é 

Waxes, Rosert Epwiy, Lower ae Glos, Innkeeper 
Chel Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

Avserox, Nottingham, Bookseller 

Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Eexgst, Birmingham, Electrical 

ham Pet Jan9 Ord Feb 6 

Woop, Joux Savittz, Charlesworth, Derby, Someiat - 
Clerk Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 


Amended notice substituted for that geen in the 
London Gazette of Aug 10 


Wisspare, Atrreep Hexey, Ironmonger In, Cheapside, 
Architect High Court Pet June 19 Ord Aug 4 


London Gasette, Tuzspay, Feb. 12. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ae piven, de fe ones, Pork Butcher Brad- 


mm. ‘aan gat ok S Sat ioeutadteee High 
Court Pet ‘Feb6 Ora Feb 6 

Barer, Joszru, Newcastie under Lyme, 
Han! Pet Jan 25 Ord Feb7 

Bec, Josnua, Whitecross st, St Luke’s, Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 8 

Bexerizip, Agtave Rover, Wilmington, nr Dartford, 
Nurseryman Rochester Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Buumetos, Joux Hexny, Tarporley, Coal Merchant 
Crewe ‘Pet Jan 25 1d Feb 6 


Werttox, ALAy 
Nottin 


Wittiams, Feasx 


Confectioner 


Dixon, Pewsey, Wilts 


Oswatp, Jaye, Coldstream March8 Sanierson & Weatherhead, Berwick upon Twecd 
Pace, James, Liverpool March 9 Watson & Atkinson, Liverpoo 
Raspour a, Frtton Georar, Chichester March 13 Meynell & Pemberton, O'd Queen st 


Ripiixetos, Epwarp WILLIAM, Chipping Sodbury, Glos, Licensed Victualler March 14 


Golden sq 


edfern & Son, Birmiogham 
Rowe, Evizasern, North rd, Caledonian rd, Islington, Draper March 20 Rye & Eyre, 


Saves, Hexry Harrow, Leeds, Surgeon March12 Haigh, Leeds 


Suaw, JAmMEs, Eccleshali, Staffs. Coal Master 
SAMUEL, SHERLOCK, Irlam, nr Manchester, Labourer March 16 Bowden, Manchester 


March 15 Harper, Southport 


Sippati, Witiiam Dore, Derby, Farmer Feb 28 Eaton, Sheffi did 


anchester 


Skinner, Jonny, Patricroft, nr Manchester, Travelling ’ Jeweller March 15 Waison, 


Jobson, Lincoln’s inn fields &mrrn, James, Nottingham, Lac? Manufacturer March7 Leman, Nottingham 


STEVENSON, James, Mansteld, 
Suepss, THomPson, Armley, 


Saita, Mary Ans, South Hampstead March 30 Lovell & Co, Gray’ 's inn sq 


Notts, Saddler March 12 Bryan & Armstrong, Mansfield 


Leeds March 30 Lord, Leeds 
Tuomas, Joux, St Athan, nr Cardiff, Farmer March12 Miles, Cowbridge, RSO, Glam 
Wave, Hararerr, Backford, Norfol« Marea 14 Newton & Co, Wymondham, Norfolk 


Waker, Wituiam, Milton park, Highgate, Contractor March 1l Clarke & Co, Duncan 


st. Islington 


Warine, Anaa Marra, Colchester March 23 Crick & Freeman. Maldon, Essex 








Bioomrietp, Witt1am Henry, Ipswich, Builder Ipswich 
Pet Jani17 Ord Feb7 

Cuaucutox, Harris, Leeds, Hairdressers’ 
Leeds Pet Jan 19 Ord Feb 5 

Cock, Wiiu1am, Cheshunt, Herts, Hay Dealer Edmonton 
Pet Feb 6 Ord Feb 6 

Critcatow, Epwarp, Bratnop, nr Leek, Staffs, Farmer 
Macclesfield Fet Jan26 Ord Feb 8 

Davipsox, Tuomas Georce, Kingston upon Hull, Boot 
Repairer Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 

Dickiz, Roveat Fiesta, Stratford, Credit Draper High 
Court Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 8 

Emmett, Joun WILLIAM, , Gainsborough, Stationer Lincoln 
Pet Feb7 Ord F eb7 

Fisuesk, Bexsyamin E, Hipperholme, nr Halifax, Solicitor 
Halifax Pet Jan25 Ord Feb6 

FreyuctH, Jouannes Martix, Mincinglo, Agent High 
Court Pet Jani1 Ord Feb 8 

Guienxy, Josern, Leicester, Greengrocer 
Feb 9 Ord Feb9 

Gairritae, Lewis, Trealaw,Glam Pontypridd Pet Feb7 
Ord Feb 7 

Hasatt, Joux, Burscough, Lancs, Farmer 
Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 

Harvey, WIic.iam, Brighton, Lodging Hous? 
Brighton Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Herscutet, Marcus, Hatton gdao, pouaee Merchant 
High Court Pet Decll Ord Feb 

Hvutcuinsox, James Joun, Gresham bldge, Basinghall st | 
High Court Pet Jan19 Ord Feb8 

Jerrery, Joux, Shaugh, Devon, Farm Labourer Ply- 
mouth Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 


Sundryman 


Leicester Pet 


Liverpool 
Keeper 


Waterman, Mary, Shide Cross, Newport, lof W March12 Weeks, Newport 
Wess, Euiza ANsg, Winkfield, Berks March 15 Durnford & Gale, Windsor 
You.toy, Mary, Liverpool March 16 McKenua, Liverpool 


Beck, Josuva, Whitecross st, 8t Luke’s, Boot Dealer Feb 
26at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Benerigtp, ArTruus Ropert, Wilmiogton, nr Dartford, 
Nurseryman Feb 25 at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester’ 

Broap, Wii.14M, Barnsley, Yorks, Att ster Feb 21 at 
10.30 Off Ree, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Brows, James Mortimer, King st, St James’, Turf Agent 
Feb 25at12 Baokruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Cancector, Ceci, A, Higham, Kent Feb 25 at11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey at 

Cuickex, Tuomas, Lemington, Northumberland, Grocer’s 
Ass stant Feb2)at11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on Tyne 

Coat Hargis, Leels Feb 20 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 

row, Leeds 
Coxs, dele Stranger, Worthing, Boarding Houze Pro- 
rietor Feb 20 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 
tizhton 

Day, Wittiam Jons, Eastbourne, Medical Practitioner 
Feb 26 at 2 County Court Office, Seaside rd, East- 
bourne 





Epwarps, James, Oswestry, Salop, Licensed Victualler 
Feb 20 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


| Evans, Joun Carsey, Bargoed, Glam, Tailor Feb 21 at 12 
or 


es County Court, Towa Hali, Merthyr Tydfil 
Garritus, Lewis, “frealaw, Glam Feb 2iats% Post Office 
chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Haxscock, Wict1am, King’s Lynn, Noafolk, Labourer Feb 
21 at 10.15 Court house, King’s Lynao 
| Hanson, Francis Joan, Upper Stoke, Coventry, Cashier 
Feb 2)at12 Off Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 


Kiak, Tuomas Convitte, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham | Hanvey, Wittiam, Brighton, Lodging bouse Keeper Feb 


Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb 8 

Lez, Percy Favutxyer, Rusholme, Pekan, Cloth 

aiser Manchester Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 

Mackenzie, Doyatp Forses, Bramshill ~ Harlesden, 
Shipping Clerk High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 9 

Mits, P G, North End rd, Fulham, Draper High Court 
Pet Jan5 Ord Feb6 

Morcan, Jounx, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Collier Pontypridd | 
PetFeb8 Ord Feb8 


NicHoisos, Feeperick Baumcart, Victoria st High Court 
Pet Jan15 Ord Feb 6 
Portgzovs, Nevitte Lippert, Priestpopple, Hexham, 


Northumberland, China Dealer Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 


Paircaarp, Wiit1am Joux, Commercial rd, JT.imehouse, | 


Carman High Court Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6 

Rouixsox, Mary, Whitley Bay, Northnmberland, Grocer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Sawyer, Ricsarp, Southport, Lancs, Plasterer Liverpool 
Pet Jan16 Ord Feb7 

Scuwatse, Georce, and Hvco Matextsav, Regent st, 
Jewellers High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Feb7 


SKUFFHAM, ~y Se Suffolk, Builder Ipswich Pet | 


Feb6 Ord Feb 

Situ, GEORGE one, Berrington, Salop, Haulier Shrews- 
bury Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 

Sye.uixc, Bexsamis, New Catton, Norwich, Bricklayer 
Norwich Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Taytorn, Artuur Heyry, Wimborne, Butcher 
Poole Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Txozstox, Jouys, Trent Vale, Stoke upon Trent, Staffs, 
Grocer Stoke upon Trent Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Vavcuay, Atsert Epwarp, Wem, Salop, Dairyman 
Shrewsbury Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 

Vicx, Harzy Wititam, Uley, Glos, Wood Turner Glou- 
cester Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 

Waoppisecuan, Isaac, Batley, Yorks, Pastry Cook Dews- 
bury Pet Feb8 Ocd Feb8 

Wuiraker, Rosert Epwarp, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffie'd 
Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 


Dorset, 


WitiiaMs, Heaesert James, Pasteten, Staffs, Wheelwnght 


Walsall Pet Feb5 Ord Fi Feb 
Yoxaty, Sauvet, Congleton, Chester, Painter Macclesfie'd 
Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb 7 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 8: 


Gattewski, Marcus Nataay, Sunderland, Jeweller 
Sunderland Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb5 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asumeap, Eavest Water Gerorce, Cainscross, Glos, 
Wheelwright Feb 23 at 12 Off Rec, Station rd, 
Gloucester 


Bacet, Aanox, Commercial rd, Boot | Manufachanes Feb 26 
at li Bankraptcy bldgs, Carey 

Barker, Wiitiam Witsox, ‘laydon Durham,Grocer Feb 
20 at 11.15 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcaste on Tyne | 


20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Herscate., Manevs, Hatton gin, Diamond Merchant 
Feb 22 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
| Jones, Janez Tuomas, and Grorce Gaunt, Sutton Cold- 
field, Warwick, Coal Merchants Feb 21 at 11.30 191, 
Corporat ion st, Birmingham 
Knicut, Jouy WILLIAM, Southeea, Hants, Drug Store 
Proprietor Feb 21 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, 
High st, ak | 
| Lez, WALTER Wituram, Dorchester, Hairdresser Feb 21 
| at1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbuy 


| Mirus, P G, North End rd, Fulham, Draper Feb 22 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moore, Artausk James Peastanp, Worthing, Tailor Feb 
20 at1t Off Rec, 4, Pavilion mae. Brig ton 

| Moroay, Jony, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Collier Feb 21 at 3.30 

' Post Office ‘chmbrs, Pontypridd 

| Nicuo_soy, Frepesick Me peg Victoria st Feb 22 at 

| 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Normay, Epwarp Bevan, Salford, has ow Dealer 

{ Feb 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manches 

Parensos, Veanor, Bolsover. Derby, Grocer Feb 21 at 12 
or Rec, Figtree lo, Shetfield 

Pai.uirs, Joseru, Leicester Feb 20 at 12 Off Rec, 1, 
Berridge st, Leicester 

Porteous, NEVILLE LippELt, Hexham, Northumberland, 
China Dealer Feb 20 at 11.30 Off "Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Powe, Tuomas, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Collier Feb 20 at 
2.45 Off Rec, "31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Paircuagp, WiiuaM Joan, Commercial rd, Limehouse, 
Carman Feb 21 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 


Reap, T. Cvatis, Brighton, Manufacturer’s Agent Feb 20 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
— Epwagp dutuve, Epsom Feb 2 at 12 Bank- 


ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rosinsos, Many, Whit! Bay, Northumberland, Grocer 
Feb 20 at 11.45 Off , 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Tyne 

gouwalse, Georer, and Huco Marentsav, Regent st, 
Jewellers Feb 21 at 12 ree, bldge Carey st 

Smirk, wg Henny, Berrington, Salo Haulier Feb 23 
at il Off Rec, 22, "Bwan hill, ihoswtbenr 

BraNLey, Eb Henny, Staffs, G Grocer Feb 21 
at 11. "30 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Tayo. Josern, Speanymoor, Durham, Tailor Feb 20 at 
3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Suoderland 

Vaveuayx, Atezrt Epwarp, Wem, Salop, Dairyman Feb 
23at12 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, ey 

Wappivouam, Isaac, Batley, Yorks, Pastry Cook Feb 20 
atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Vorporation st, Dewsbury 

Wetrtoy, Avan AUBERON, Nottingham, Bookseller Feb 20 20 
atll Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Waitzsovuss, Tuomas Hagtianp, West Bromwich, Staffs 
Feb 20 at 11.30 191, Co st, Birmingham 

Woop, Joun Savitz. , Derby, Accountant's 
Clerk Feb 2) at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st st, Manchester 











Feb. 23, 1907. 
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ADJU DICATIONS. 
A.p»oxoves, Epwarp Morcax, Waltham St Lawr2nce, 


Twyford, Berks Windsor Pet Nov 30 Ord Feb8 
ArgmTace, Noan, Wi , Bradford, Pork Butcher Brad- 
ford Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 


Baraactover, Epcar Harcrave, Bradford, Wine Mer- 
chant Nottingham Pet Feb5 Ord Feb7 
Beck, Josuva, Whitecross st, St Luke's, Boot Dealer High 
Court Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 7 
Ben+rietp, ArgTuur Rosert, Wilmington, nr Dartford, 
Norseryman_ Rochester ing hy O:d Feb7 
Coox, Witutay, Cheshuat, Herts, Hay Dealer Edmonton 
Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 
Daty, Wiiiram Joux, Kastbourne, Medical Practitioner 
Eastbourne Pet Feb6 Ord Feb9 
Davison, Tuomas Groner, Kingston w Hull, Boot 
Repairer Kiogston upon Holl Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 
Eumett, Jonn Wit11am, Gainsborough, Stationer in 
Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 
Fox, Tom, Harpurhey, Manchester, Fich Salesman Man- 
chester Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
GatLewsk1, Marcus Narsayn, Sunderland, Jeweller Sun- 
derla: Pet Jan22 Ord Feb7 
Gunn, Josep, Leicester, Greengrocer Leicester Pet Feb 
9 ‘Ord Feb 9 
Gray, Davip, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Credit 
Draper High Court Pet Jan ll Ord Febs 
ae ae Trealaw,Glam Pontypridd Pet Feb 7 


Harsaur, Jouy, Pesesnah, Lancs, Farmer Liverpool 
s incl Ord F “oe ndgi » 
ARVEY, 1.114M, Brighton, L o ouse Keeper 

Brighton Pet Feb7 “Ord F eb 7 ° si 

Hort, Joaw Wiitam, Over Worton, Oxford, Farmer 
Oxford Pet Jan5 Ord Feb8 

Jamizsox, Cuartrs Epwasp, Cavendish ct, Bishopsgate, 
Merchant HighCourt Pet Jan 25 Ord A April 20 

Jerreny, Joux, Shay Spoon Farm Leboumme’ Plymouth 
Pet Feb 9 ‘Ord 

Les, Percy p mney Resholme, Pogue, Cloth Raiser 
Manchester Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 

Levy, Samogt Natagy, Bn <a, Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec7 Ord Feb9 

Macxenzis, Donatp Forees, Bramshill rd, Harlesden, 
Shipping Clerk High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 9 

Mayty, Joun Hewry Bivore, Birmingham, Gun Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Feb 5 

Meacer, Epmuuxp, Chorlton on Medlock 
_ anagirk Clerk toa Solicitor Manchester Pet Dec 4 
r 

Moreay, Jonny, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 

a a Feb ‘. Ord F —? - 

eaT, JAMES Frank, mawr, Brecon, Outfitter Tredegar 
Pet Jan17 Ord Feb 7 

Pace, Epwarp Atsgrt, Ironmonger’s row, St Luke’s, 
Builder High Court ™ Jan31 Ord Feb7 

Pare, Vernor, Carr Vale, Bolsover, Derby, Grocer 


effield Pet Jan8 Ord Feb9 
a... WituraM Frank, Horeell rd, Daighbury, Financial 


Agent High Court Pet Dec 4 

Sxurruam, Harry, Eye, Suffolk, Builder Ipswich Pet 
FebS Ord Feb8 

Suite, Gores Heynx, Berrington, Salop, Haulier 


Shrewsbury Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 

Suita, Tuomas, Great Titchfield at, Milliner High Court 

Pet Dec 18 Ord Feb8 

Sye.uxe, Bersamin, New Sutton, Norwich, Brieklayer 
Norwich Pet Feb? Ord F 

Tayior, ArTtsus Henry, Dastrens, Dorset, Butcher 
Poole Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Taoaentox, Joux, Trent Vale, Stoke upon Trent, Grocer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 7 


Vaueuax, Arpert Epwarp, Wem, Salop, Dairyman 
Shrewsbury Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 ° 
Vick, Hagey Wittiam, Ul 


ON. Glos, Wood Turner Glou- 
cester Pet Feb9 Ord 


Wapoixouau, Isaac, a. Yorks , Pastry Cook Dewsbury 
w Pet oy A Ord Feb 
EARING HER | Ail My mae Tron Merchant 
Walsall Pet Jan2 Ord k sen 
Wairaker, Ropeat aty aie, Btoihield, Plumber Sheffield 
Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 
Witiiams, Herpert Tame. Pestosten, Staffe, Wheelwright 
Walsall Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 
You me, Groras WatrTss, tn Herts, Builder Luton 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb7 
Yoxatt, Samvet, Congleton, Paintar Macctesfeld Pet 
Feb7 Ord Feb7 


London Gazetie,—Faivay, Feb. 15 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avex, Samvuet, Holly Bush Hill, Snaresbrook, Director of 
Public C Jompany High Court Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb Feb 12 
Baynuam, Tuomas Joszru, Trealaw, Glam, Collier Ponty- 


pridd Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 11 
Beacuam, Francis eae, Westbourne, Bournemouth 
Refreshment house Keeper Poole Pet Feb 12 Ord 


Feb 12 
Brawaccnt, Anaeto Givti0 Diego, Cratched Friars, Com. 
r Court Pet Jan9 Ord Feb a 
Pavt, Mercers rd, Tufnell Park, Tailor 
Court Fet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 
Biaxey, J W, Queen Victoria st High Court Pet Dec 19 
Ord Feb 12 
Barooxs, Samust, Rochdale, Tailor Rochdale Pet Feb 11 
Ord Feb 11 


Cus C A, Jermyn st High Court Pet Jan 2 
Cotuier, Groras, Lo eat, Gas Engineer High Oourt 


Pet Feb 11 Gra Fe 
Crossy, James, Stockport, ‘Builder Stockport Pet Feb 2 


Birca, a Winaaan 


Fietcars, gy Hewry, Weston Farm, Ng Somer- 


set, Pet Feb 13 Youd "Feb 13 
GoLpsLtuM = Co, A i erchants 
Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 12 
Hasrixcs, Ricuaro Bexsamix, Great Yarmouth, Baker 
+ Yarmouth Pet Febi3 Ord Feb (3 
Heutiwe., Hanzry, Friargate Preston, Lancs, Publican 

reston Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Jacxsox, James Heasert, Epsom, Civil Servant Croydon 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 12 
Jensinos, James Taomas, ii. Potato Merchant 
Scarborough Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Lamse, Frepertcx Witwiiam, Coulsdon, Surrey Croydon 
Pet Jan7 Ord Feb 12 
Mamsenss, nee, om ss, Jeweller High Court Pet 
ov 8 
Marcus, Barver, Conduit st, Ladies Tailor High Court 
Pet Dec 28 Ord Feb 13 
Mecenews, Hepiey Faanxtix, Marske by the Sea, Yorks, 
Chemists’ Assistant Middlesbrough Pet Feb 11 Ord 


and CHarizs Harowp Waeeves, 
K rd, Survesors High Court Pet 
Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 


ator, Assert, Tonge, > y Laundry Proprietor 
Bolton Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 1 ™ 


Moreax, A.seet, Portsmouth, Naval Outfitter Ports 
mouth Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Papoett, Taomas WI ttiam, Kingston upon H Corn 
Merchant Kingston u Hull Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 12 
Pearson, Wit.1am, Ipswich, Tailor lpswich Pet Feb 11 
Ord Feb 11 
Pivummer, Geonet, Burton Ree. Baker Burton on 
Tren et Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 
Patuuirs, ior Gzorcr y dad Pershore, Worcester, 
Grocer Worcester Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Patties, Taomas Ervest Raymonp, Liv * p aneirtent 
eer Liverpool Pet Jan25 Ord 
Regs, Joun Tomas, Swansea, Cab oak Swansea 
Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 
Ricues, Guexrorp MirTcHEtt, Fleet paam Marine 
Preston Pet Feb 11 Ord Ned Heb 1 
Rossox, James Bumert, Victoria st. W i 
h Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Feb1 
Rurres. Feepeaicnx, Woodseats "Bhefield, Carter Sheffiel4 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 
Saccers, Georcr, sen, Romford, Essex, Hay Dealer 
Chi lord Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 
Scawa.ne, Groros. Regent st, ts by High Court Pet 
Novs Ord Feb7 
Sueracrp, Geoxce, wm gry Bradford, Jeweller 
Bradford Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 
Snorrer, Epwarp Gerorcer, Trowbridge, Photographer 
Bath Pet Feb11 Ord Feb 11 
Strroxe, ALrarp Eanzst, Langley Moor, Durham, Chemist 
Durham Pet Feb 13. Or Feb 13 
Tuomrson, Jossrn, Blackburn, Fruit Morchat Blackburn 
Pet Jan 25 Ord Feb 11 
Way, Nicso.son, Forest Hill, Kent, Builder Greenwich 
Pet Jani Ord Feb 12 
Wixpesank, W, Mandeville pl, Builder High Court Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Feb 11 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
son, Samvz., Holly Bush Hill, Snaresbrook March 4at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey’ st 
sninnerh, Noaa, io , Bradford, Pork Butcher Feb 
@Wat3 Off or ne 5 Bradford 
Baseene Wnuan "Walsall, 1 Dealer Feb 25 at 11 
olverhampton 
Seeman me omy Westbourne, Bournemouth 
Refreshment house Feb 25 25 at 4.30 Messrs 
Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christchurch rd , Bournemouth 
Beanacont, Anaeto Givii0 Dixeo, Crutched Friars, 
money Promoter Feb 26 at 1 Bankruptcy bidge, 
Biakey, J w, Queen Victoria st Feb 28at1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, ry st 
Buscumeca, Witiam Henry, a nr pats, 
Builder Feb 26at11 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Bruce, Cuasame, Thame, Oxford Boot Manufacturer Feb 
23 1, St Aldate, Oxford 
BuLviarp, OuARLEs Ropear Sc Ives, Hunts, Osier Grower 
Feb 23 at 11.30 The Golden Lion Hotel, St Ives, Hunts 
Co..iier, Grores. ee Engineer Feb 28 at 12 
Ba ptey bldgs, Sey 
Cook, md Cheshunt, Herts, Hay Dealer Feb 25 at 12 
14, Bedford row 
Coorer, Hexny, Darwen, Lancs, Broker Feb 25 at ll Off 
Rec, 14, Chapel st, 
Crows, ‘Henry Davoren, jun, Yarm on Tees, Li, B Feb 23 
at ll Off Reo, 30, Mosley st, New 
Davisos, Saomes Grores, Kingston y a ll Boot 
Feb 23 at 11 Off Rec, House In, 


B ¢ 
Dems, Le we Friemina, Stratford, + ne eke. March 
Bankru bldgs, 


y st 
tg S Rasen Magee, tee smaciog In, Agent March 


latil 


Gatiews«!, Marcus Narnay, Piet, Jeweller Feb 
Mat3 Of Manor pl, 
Feb 25at12 Off 


os. qo Gus 
Gotps.um & Co, A Le Merchants Feb 27 at 2,30 


Wan a Birchngea gton on Sea, Kent, Licensed 
Feb 23 at 9.15 ‘Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 


Comesety, 
Houronixsox, James Joux, Basinghall st Feb 27 at 11 
Bankru iJ 


» ss 
Tanne, Dav fen th, Ricxandte vd, Senco 
Melesens Hann ge Caantzs Hasorp Wueexen, 


Hoasex, 
Vi 


ae, Savane Feb 28 at 11 Bank: 
ruptcy vcarey 

Fo Bramahill Harlesden, 
ae ee ee 


Pembroke, Grocer 


Parson, Witttam, Bay donee 9 Tailor Feb 25 at 2.30 08 
Ree, 36, Princes 


Panae Haney Guedes og Pershore, Worcester, 
Grocer Feb 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, Copenhagen st, 


Wi 
Rossow, mye meee. Victoria st, Westminster, Solicitor 
Feb 25 at Bankruptoy bidgs, Carey at 
Sazrurep, Gasca: Bra 
b 27 at 3 Off Rec, 29. 
eer) Harry, Bye, | Suffolk, Builder re ‘Wat 12.15 


Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
New Catton, Norwich, Bricklayer 
orwich 
‘Commis- 


x 
90 Off Ree, 8, King st, Nore 
esmo: le = yne, 
t Feb 23 at 11.15 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Neweasie on ‘Tyne 
Tay or, ArTaue wry, Wimborne, ey Sa 25 at 
230 Mesers Curtis & Son, Market. pi, Poole 


Wituams, Herpeat James, Darlaston, 
Feb 25 at 11.80 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
leville pl, Builder Feb 25 at 12 


Wispeparkx, W, 
Bankruptcy 


SyE.ive, Ly 
Feb 23 

Spoor, aes 
sion Agen’ 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asay, Jouw Ropert, Wilton rd, Muswell hill, Ironmonger's 
Assistant High Court Pet Jan 14 Ord Feb 12 
Bay.ey, Joszra, Newcastle under Lyme, Confec- 
tioner Hanley Pet Jan25 Ord Feb 12 
sr 3 \ ees Whitbourne, Hereford Worcester 


“ay Joseru ee, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
Pet Febi1 Ord Feb 


‘eawcis RicHagp, eel Bournemo' 
house Keeper 


Baywuaw, 7 





Beacuan, I 
Re Poole Pet Feb 12 


Feb 12 


Bracn, Wittram Pauw, Mercers rd, Tafnell park, Tailor 
h Court Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

os Samvsgt, Tailor Pet Feb 11 

Capeen Hanns, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 19 Ord 

Cotter, Gronce Acre, Gas Engineer High Court 


ll Ord Feb 11 


Pet Feb 
Darwen, Lancs, Broker Blackburn Pet 


Jan 25 Ord Feb 12 
Coatnzsy, Juczs Hirroryrs, Cloudesley st, Cloudesley 
°q, 22 Court Pet yy BR 17 Ord Feb 12 
Carrcuiow, Epwaarp, Brad Maccles- 
field Fet Jan 26° Ord Lag 12. 
Crowe, base Drypex, jun, Yarm on Tees, Yorks New- 
on Tyne Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 9 
Evays, Ricaasp Morais, wey ty Glam, Ironmonger 
Pon’ Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 13 
Farmer, Jonx, Chatham, Fancy Draper Ruchester Pet 
Fr vag Tedbeoke rd, Notting hill, Engineer High 
LL, Jouy, e ng 
Court Pet June8 Ord Feb 6 


Fietrcuer, Atrasp Hewry, Weston Farm, Weston, 
Farmer Bath Pet Febi3 Ord Feb 13 

Fouricx, Jesseu, and Mavnrice Lesure For.iox, North 

End rd, Falham, Furniture Dealers High Court Pet 

Jan 26 Ord Feb 13 

Hastines, Ricuarp Bexsamuis, Gt Penmaes, Baker Gt 

Yarmouth Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Hevurwe.t, Harry, F Preston, Lancs, Pablican 
Preston Ord Feb13 Pet Feb 13 

Jenyines, James THomas, at LR Potato Merchant 

Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Kiax, Taomas Cotvitts, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 12 

MclIwross, Harry, and Cuarntes Haro.tp WaHerces, 

hs , Surveyors High Court eT 

12 


Marraews, Hepiey Faayxun, Marske b: York: 
Chemist's Assistant Middlesbrough any ei 


Feb 11 Ord 
Feb 11 
Meavor, ALpgrt, 


Tonge, Be Belen, Laundry Proprietor 
Bolton Pet Feb rd Feb 
Monsen, naam, ea Noval Outfitter Portsmouth 


18 Ord Feb 
Pearson, WILLIAM, eee? Tailor Ipswich Pet Feb 11 
Ord Feb 11 


Puitiirs, Harny Grorcr Worcester, 


Worcester Pet Feb 18 ond ves is 
Gronce, 


Piums Winshill, Burton on Tren 
~~ on Trent Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 1 ll Pe 
Swansea, Cab Proprietor 


Ricurs, GuEwrorD 
Roserrs, Daviv, Plas Fower 
Farmer Wrexham 
ats ppenenese Wi 
Saca <4 Oed Fp 
vonon, 
acu b 12 
aut 
—— jan 16 Ord Feb 
Surruenp, Gzoror, 
Pet Feb 18 Ord 


tortor, Hay Dealer Chelmsford 
Lancs, Plasterer Liverpolo 
Bradford, Jeweller 


Amended notice substituted for that in the 


London Gazette of Jan 11: 
Seaaee, Jae Lage Gumus, Menten, Wess High Court Pet Deo 
1 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED, ETITI 


sereadinnn nya erat Hie 


Wi pews) 
——- Sout Be uly 0 ie, 








Ord F+b 18 
Caowe, Hanny Doreen, me Paes Yorks 
New on Tyne Pet Feb or ‘Ord Feb 9 
Dizraicu, Martin, Furniture Dealer Croydon 
7 = 5 Ord Feb 12 Gum, 
vans, RICHARD BRIS, Tronmonger 
Pontypridd Pet Feb 9 ponte 
y Rochester Pet 


Farmer, Joux, Chatham, Fancy 
Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 





Moogst, Fazpsricx Groner, Tenby, 


at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


nase ao 


Bet Sly 1,306 lng Od 
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THE ROYAL NORMAL COLLECE 


AND ACADEMY OF MUSIC 


FOR THE BLIND, 
UPPER NORWOOD, LONDON, S.E., 
IMS at the SUITABLE EDUCATION and 
consequent INDEPENDENCE of BLIND 
BOYS and GIRLS. 

The College provides its Students with such 
musical, general, and physical education as en +bles 
80 to 90 per cent. of those completing their training 
to go out into the world and become SUCCES3FUT, 
PROFESSIONAL and BUSINESS MEN, IN 
SPITE OF THEIR GREAT AFFLICTION. 


Visitors’ Day—The First Thursday in the Month, 
except in August and September, 


NEW ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS, DONATIONS 
and LEGACIES EARNESTLY SOLICITED. 


Baxxers—BARCLAY & CO., Lrp. 
Dr. F. J. CAMPBELL, Parncirat. 














|] AW.—Efficient General Clerk (25), Cer- 
4 tificated Shorthand - Typist. wishing to improve 
prerent position, Secks Assistant Convevancing Clerkship 
or Articles with small salary in good office; not afraid of 
work ; years’ experience; excellent references,—LEx, 
44, Monson-road, Tunbridge Wells. 


AW. — Old - established Solicitor. with 

4 lucrative business at one of the Treaty Ports, Requires 

Partner, either Solicitor or Barrister, former preferred 

who must have good knowledge of Admiralty Law and 

Practice and be good Advocate.—Apoly, letter only, Lex, 

care of G. Barber, Printer, 16, Cursitor-street, Chancery- 
lane, London, W.C. 


SITUATION WANTED. — Expert Typist, 

Fhorthand, Copying, Eogrossing. and Tracing: 

30; abstainer; salary 42s, per week. 
street, Kennington. 














aged 
Tarran, 27, Faunce 





AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!! 

4 —All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 

supplied. Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 

Send for List, New Books at 20 per cent. Discount. Sent 

on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. & G. Foy.r, 135, 
Charing Cross-road, W.C 





APAN. — ADVERTISING AGENTS for 
e NEWSPAPERS: KEIKWASHA & CO., KYOTO, 
JAPAN. Branches: Tokio, Nagoya, Osaka, and Kobe 
Advertising Rates and Sample Papers on application. 


j.;REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, in Parcels, 
from £5-£1,000 per annum, at prices ranging from 
20 years’ purchase.—Messrs. BOYTON, SONS, & 
TREVOR beg to notify intending Buyers that in 
neatly every case they have been appointed Sole 
Agents, and that consequently no “ hawked” 
Secusities will be distributed.— Particulars of likely 
Lots sent upon receipt of a line, stating require- 
ments, to the Auction Offices, 70, Co'eman-street, 


E.C. 


{,REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS of £180, 

£170, £110, £125, £225, £275, amply secured upon 

City Warehouse Premises, TO BE SOLD.—For full par- 

ticulars apply to W. Buaweit Tunrs, Surveyor, 68 and 69, 
Shoe-lane, E.C. Telephone: 3755 Central. 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS Wanted 
by Trustees, secured upon a good class of property of 
not less annual value than £40, or Shops; no licensed 


properties. weeklies, or flats entertained.—Tarvatee, care of 
- H. Behrend, Esq., Solicitor, Clun House, Surrey-street 
Strand. 














ORTGAGE INVESTMENTS.— 

Messrs. MAY & ROWDEN have decided to develop 
further this class of business, and will therefore be glad to 
see both Borrowers and Lenders ; only good-class securities 
dealt with; no flats or weekly property. — Offices: 27, 
Maddox-street, W. 


BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 





Sold everywhere. 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W 





PLEASURE GRUISES 
ro SUNNY LANDS 


by the 
ORIENT COMPANY’S 
twin screw Steamships 
“ORONTES” 
9,123 tons Register, 


12th April to 4th May. 
‘‘OPHIR” 


6,814 tons Register, 
14th May to 3rd June. 


SPAIN 
PORTUGAL 
BALFARIC 
ISLANDS 
RIVIERA 
ALGERTA 
MOROCCO 
TENERIFFE 
MADEIRA 
GIBRALTAR 
Managers —F, GREEN & CO., and ANDERSON, 
ANDERSON, & CO., London. For passage apply 
to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch-avenue, E.C., or 
28, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 


ST. ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 
WORTH AMPTON. 


For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 











PRestvent : 


THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances, 

Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospital. 

There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuacd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

id further information apply to the Medical Superin- 
tendent. 





Treatment of (NEBRIETY. 
OALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Wor Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmaysworTu. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 


FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 
Terms - - - - - 1} to 3} Guineas. 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to *‘ Superintendent,” Hillside, Buntiogford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

Tetroraruic Apnnrss: “ MEDICAL, LRICKSTER,” 











An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’ 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCO 


Nutritious and Economical. 





For terms and particulars 


Solicitors’ Brief Bags. 


FROM 7/6 EACH. 
Mustrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


HOUSEHOLD 


Removals 


TO AND FROM ALL PARTS. 


Careful Storage of 
Furniture, Pictures, &c., 


in specially built Furniture Depository 





and Strong Rooms at 
240 to 256, CITY RD., LONDON, E.C. 


Moderate Rates. 
SSTIMATES FREE, 


Thos. Wallis <. 


of HOLBORN CIRCUS. 


A useful handbook on Removals nd 


Warehousing sent iree on application, 





N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION.— 
Bis REALISTIC TABLEAU, The BURNING of 
ROME. Mr. Beerbohm Tree in the character of Nero. 
Lifelike Portrait Model of the late Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
Open 9 till 10. 





S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 








